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Pusiic Works, Navy 


Amounts available for obligation 


Description 1954 actual 


Appropriation or estimate 
Unobligated balance brought forward 
Reimbursements from other accounts 


Total available for obligation 


Unobligated balance carried forward —276, 122, 265 


481, 297, 551 


1955 estimate 


$98, 000, 000 
276, 122, 265 
1, 283, 000 


— 122, 405, 265 


375, 405, 265 


1956 estimate 


1 $530, 345, 000 
122, — 265 


—242, 750, 265 





Obligations incurred 
Comparative transfer to “Military construction, 
Reserve Forces’’ 


Total obligations 196, 959, 896 


1 CLER®’s NoTE.—Actual budget estimate, as finally submitted in H. Doc. 


amount of $528,550,000 
Obligations by activities 


Description 


, DIRECT OBLIGATIONS 
1. Zone of Interior 


| $144, 040, 896 
2. Overseas | 


—8, 215, 390 | 


| 1954 actual 


52, 919, 000 


253, 000, 000 
—4, 252, 398 





248, 747, 602 


$170, 996, 707 
76, 467, 895 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


410, 000, 000 


210, July 1, 1955, is in the 


| 
1955 estimate | 1956 estimate 





Total direct obligations 196, 959, 896 
OBLIGATIONS PAYABLE OUT OF REIMBURSEMENTS FROM 
, OTHER ACCOUNTS 
1. Zome FRI eo iv ddenzadesscnccce dS ER i eaaduoeke Rt nkukatoaeie 


| 247, 464, 602 | 





| 196, 959, 896 


| 


Total obligations 


Obligations by objects 


Object classification | 1954 actual 


SUMMARY 


Total number of permanent positions 
Average number of all employees 


| 248, 747, 602 | 


1955 estimate 


2, 785 
2, 512 


1956 estimate 





Average salaries and grades: 
General schedule grades: 
Average salary 
Average grade 
Ungraded positions: Average salary 


$4, 688 | 
GS-7.0 | 


$4, 710 
GS-7.0 
$2, 995 





Personal services: 
Permanent positions 
Regular pay in excess of 52-week base 
Payment above basic rates 


$11, 143, 438 
36, 444 
972, 118 


Total personal services 
Travel 
Transportation of things 
Communication services. -. 
Rents and utility services 
Printing and reproduction 
Other contractual services 
Supplies and materials 
Equipment 
Lands and structures 
Taxes and assessments 


12, 152, 000 
630, 204 

1, 098, 826 

47, 556 

24, 300 

26, 495 

1, 103, 536 
11, 048, 690 
5, 911, 200 
164, 874, 489 


Total obligations 196, 959, 896 





$2, 994 


42, 600 





$10, 694, 259 
34, 928 


965, 267 
11, 694, 454 


12,183,000 | 818, 900 
| 1, 436, 800 
40, 600 

| 31, 850 
39, 500 

| 1, 353, 448 
14, 444, 000 

7, 820, 816 
211, 011, 534 
55, 700 


248, 747, 602 





$10, a 257 
34, 728: 
950, 000. 


11, 658, 985 


700, 000 

1, 300, 000 
40, 000 

25, 000 

35, 000 

1, 200, 000 
11, 000, 000 
7, 000, 000 
376, 987, 015 
54, 000 


410, 000, 000 


rN TT 
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GENERAL STATEMENTS ON OVERALL CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


Mr. SHepparD. The committee is convening today to consider the 
Public Works appropriation request for 1956. We have before us a 
series of Navy’s official family. We had a general statement from 
Secretary Fogler and others before the full committee and I presume 
there is no necessity for repetition in that regard. 

Admiral Smith, are you prepared to present your statement cover- 
ing the requests we have before us for consideration? 

Admiral Smit. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparp. You will make your presentation and we will not 
interrupt you until you have completed it. 


GENERAL STATEMENT OF ADMIRAL SMITH 


Admiral Smiru. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
when the President submitted his budget for fiscal year 1956 to the 
Congress last January he indicated several items proposed for later 
transmission, including military public works. As a part of that 
program the Navy is presenting for your consideration a fiscal year 
1956 “Public works, Navy” appropriation request totaling 
$530,345,000. It is made up of the following: 

To fund fiscal’year 1956 authorizations: 
Family housing $56, 185, 300 
Other public’works 426, 854, 000 


Subtotal ; : 483, 039, 300 
To fund previous authorizations: 
Family housing- bp PR ap ty Lee = eperoyrin 


Other public works 34, 041, 000 


Subtotal 47, 305, 700 


SS 


Total fiscal year 1956 appropriation request ____~ _- 530, 345, 000 


To briefly review this continuing appropriation: The Navy received 
authorization for new requirements totaling $91 million in fiscal vear 
1954. No new funds were appropriated but the Congress provided 
authority whereby construction funds appropriated in previous years 
were made available for any public works projects for which authori- 
zation was cited. In fiscal year 1955 this authority was continued 
when only $98 million was appropriated against a new authorization 
of $202 million. This congressional funding authority has been very 
helpful in that it has provided the means by which our most important 
programs could be accomplished. A similar provision is contained in 
the proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation request to permit us to 
continue with the most urgent construction in support of current 
Navy operating requirements. 

At the present time the remaining unobligated balance of this 
appropriation is almost completely committed for authorized work 
and we are seeking only those funds necessary in fiscal year 1956 for 
current requirements approved by the Department of Defense. The 
$530,345,000 requested is the amount necessary in fiscal year 1956 
to support the Navy’s planned construction program. 

Rear Admiral Perry, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks has 
a statement covering the status of the appropriation. He will be 
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followed by Rear Admiral Clark, senior member of the Shore Station 
Development Board, who has a statement regarding our public works 
requirements. 

Mr. SHepparD. Unless there is objection on the part of the com- 
mittee, we will have the statements in toto and then we will inquire 
into them after they are presented. 

The next one is Admiral Perry, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks. Do you have a statement, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Proceed, please. 


GENERAL STATEMENT OF ADMIRAL PERRY 


Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
am pleased to appear again before this committee in support of the 
“Public works, Navy” program and to present to you our plans for 
carrying out this program. 

As you are aware, this is a continuing appropriation. Accordingly, 
a brief review of our past performance would appear to be in order. 
Since fiscal year 1948, we have received in appropriations a total of 
$1.904 billion. By June 30 of this year, we will have obligated all but 
$122 million, and will have unpaid balances for active work in progress 
amounting to an additional $205 million, or a total of $327 million 
unexpended. The $122 million in unobligated funds is the lowest 
carryover balance we have been faced with in recent years, and com- 
pares with balances of $515 million available at the end of fiscal year 
1952, $475 million for 1953, and $272 million for 1954. This year’s 
projected balance consists of $65 million in real construction dollars, 
while the remainder of $57 million represents reserves for such essential 
purposes as advance planning, contract administration and inspection, 
collateral equipment, contingencies, and similar purposes. 

Our current program, from the engineering standpoint, has been 
developed according to sound engineering and economic principles. 
The design and cost data contained in the budget request now before 
you has been prepared through extensive use of the advance planning 
authority and funds granted to us by the Congress for this purpose, 
and has been carefully reviewed, brick by brick so to speak, at each 
step in the budget process. We have used these funds, and propose 
to continue their use, to the end that we consistently develop strictly 
functional facilities with a degree of durability which is fully com- 
patible with their missions. In addition to utilizing advance planning 
funds for the preparation of budget estimates, we also propose to 
utilize some of these funds for the preparation of working drawings 
and specifications. 

With respect to our ability to place this new work under contract, 
[ am confident that our organization is equal to the assignment, as we 
have expended considerable effort during the past year toward clean- 
ing up, both physically and financially, our prior years’ programs. 
| therefore feel certain that we are ready to undertake this new 
program with vigor and, as one more beneficial result of advance 
planning, with much better advance information on our program than 
in earlier years. Adding our $122 million carryover to the $530 
million request now pending will give us a total of $652 million avail- 
able for the coming year. We estimate that we can place $410 
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million of this amount under contract by July 1, 1956, leaving $242 
million unobligated at the end of the fiscal year. Here again, only 
$160 million of this balance will consist of real construction dollars, 
The remaining $82 million must. be earmarked for: our. essential 
reserves for the purposes other than construction, which were out- 
lined earlier. 

I will be present throughout these hearings and I will be pleased to 
answer any questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks and the Navy’s public works program which the 
committee may have in mind. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparp. Thank you. 

Now, Admiral Clark, do you have a statement you wish to present 
at this time? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. You may proceed with your statement. 


GENERAL STATEMENT OF ADMIRAL CLARK 


Admiral Cuark. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, | 
am here to present for your consideration the Navy Department’s 
request for authority to fund the public works projects which have 
been authorized but not yet approved for funding. 

Before presenting the projects in detail I should like first to outline 
the broad objectives of the Navy’s program, the progress we have 
made in the recent past, the outlook for the next few years, and finally 
describe briefly how the program is formulated. 

As in years past our public works program is based on a continuing 
shore station improvement plan designed to support the current and 
planned force levels of the Navy. The facilities included are essen- 
tial to meet our strategic requirements, to keep abreast of technological 
advancements in materials and weapons, to replace deteriorated and 
uneconomical facilities, to conduct research to meet the fleet’s opera- 
tional needs, and to improve living conditions for our personnel. 

Our progress in the recent past and our rate of progress today in 
providing the essential facilities required are shown on the chart. 

The red bars show total urgent requirements submitted to the Navy 
Department by the Shore Establishment. In 1954 our requirements 
totaled $1.3 billion. We received $87 million in authorization but 
no new funds. In fiscal year 1955 our requirements were $1.2 billion. 
We received authorizations totaling $202 million. Our funding 
request was $140 million against which $98 million was appropriated. 
This year the urgent requirements totaling $1.2 billion. By applying 
the most austere criteria we are requesting funding authority for only 
the most pressingly urgeut items. 

But we have reached a turning point. The requests for next year, 
the fiscal year 1957 Public Works projects, have recently reached the 
Navy Department. The urgent lists total $1.5 billion; but the total 
foreseeable requirements which were submitted as the necessary pro)- 
ects to bring the Shore Establishment into a really satisfactory state 
of readiness in light of planned improvements and needed replace- 
ments is $3.8 billion as shown by the hatched and solid bar on the 
right of the chart. There are several reasons why we have reached a 
turning point. In the past few years, we have been eating up our 
working capital so{thatj;we_must have a sizable increase in new appro- 
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priations to even hold our own. Then, that red bar on the right, the 
1957 urgent requirement, is even more solid than those preceding it, 
being made up of a high percentage of such vital requirements as new 
bases for our airborne early warning system. And our replacement 
needs also are reaching a critical point. Whereas we have been 
‘making do” with many deteriorated structures by constant patching 
and propping up, this deterioration is becoming progressively worse 
to the point where many structures are now actually failing and, to 
prevent injury or loss of life, must either be replaced or extensively 
rebuilt. 

It is a conservative estimate, therefore, that if we get all the funds 
we are asking for this year, our next year’s request will be no smaller. 
And if we are to make substantial progress in replacing uneconomical 
facilities, our request should be even larger. 

In conclusion I should like to describe briefly, how the Navy’s 
public works program has been formulated. 

Each activity in the Shore Establishment has a master plan. This 
has been developed from the guidance furnished by the basic Naval 
Establishment plan, mobilization plans, and other planning directives 
furnished by the Navy Department. From the master plan lists of 
projects are developed, divided into categories as follows: 

First, those construction items that are so urgently required that 
authorization and funds must be obtained this fiscal year in order that 
the station may carry out its immediate tasks. The program before 
you contains only projects in this category. The second group of 
projects is called essential and comprises projects which should be 
undertaken not later than the following fiscal year. The third class 
is termed “important”? and consists of all items which should be 
constructed no later than 2 years hence, and finally all other projects 
needed to place the activity in complete readiness for mobilization 
are listed in the long-range portion of the program. The sum of the 
essential, important, and long-range items at present is as indicated 
by the hatched portion of the right-hand bar on the chart. These 
station programs are reviewed by the district commandants to insure 
that there are no unnecessary duplications and also that provision 
has been made for carrying out all the required functions by the 
various activities in the commandant’s jurisdiction. The projects 
are then again reviewed by the management bureaus and offices of 
the Navy Department which, in turn, submit their programs to the 
Shore Station Development Board in the Office of the Chief of Naval 
Operations. This Board carefully reviews every project to insure that 
none except thoroughly justified items are included and that the 
program as a whole supports the program objectives of the Navy 
Department. The program is further revieweed by the Secretary of 
the Navy, the Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget 
before it is presented to Congress. 

‘Though the reviews which I mentioned above are annual affairs, I 
wish to emphasize that the Navy’s Shore Station Improvement Plan 
is a continuing one which is actually under constant review and 
modification. We are convinced that every project now before you 
is urgently required in the interest of National Defense and earnestly 
request your favorable consideration. 

Mr. SHepparp. Does that complete the general statements you 
want to present at this time? 

Admiral Cuarx. At this time; yes, sir. 
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CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY UNDER H. R. 6829 


Mr. SuHepparD. In order to have the record show at one place 
information that I am desirous of having before me, I would like to 
have you state at this time the total amount of authority that is 
invested in H. R. 6829. 

Admiral Ciark. That is $596,140,900. And that includes housing 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral, I would like to have you supply for the 
record at this point your authority that is invested in H. R. 6829, 
that is, your construction authority and your authority heretofore 
that has been unfunded, in total. If you will being those two figures 
together for a total answer, I will appreciate it. 

‘Admiral CuarK. Mr. Chairman, the total amount of authority in 
H. R. 6829 is $596,140,900 as reported by the House Committee on 
Armed Services. We have $287 million previously authorized which 
is still unfunded. That latter figure may be broken down into 
$151,400,000 which we are asking to rescind, and $135,600,000 which 
is still remaining unfunded authorization. 

Mr. SHepparp. And the total amount was what? 

Admiral CLark. The total amount was $883,140,900. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. The complete authority you have under present 
legislation and unfunded is how much in total? 

Admiral CLark. $731,740,900. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the total new money you are requesting 
in the budget presently before the committee? 

Admiral CLark. We are requesting funding authority for a total 
of $646,196,300. We are asking for funds in the amount of 
$530,345,000 to fund that total funding authority. 

Mr. SHepparp. How much unexpended balance will you have on 
June 30, 1955? 

Admiral Perry. $122 million unobligated. 

Mr. SHepparD. That is unexpended and unobligated? 

Admiral Perry. No; that is only unobligated. The total amount 
we will have unexpended, which you must understand is only esti- 
mated, because we do not know how fast the vouchers will come in, 
but will be $327 million at the end of the year. The unobligated 
balance is only $122 million. In other words, we have partially com- 
pleted contracts outstanding which are obligations, but the money 
has not been taken out of the Treasury. 

Mr. Suepparp. All right, gentlemen; I think that clarifies what I 
have in mind on tbat. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


SUMMARY OF 1956 AUTHORIZATION REQUEST AND FUNDING PROGRAM 


Mr. SHepparD. We will insert in the record the summary on the 
first two sheets of volumne 1. 
(The matter above referred to is as follows:) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy—MI.LiTary Pusiic WorKs PROGRAM 


Summary, fiscal year 1956 authorization request 


Class of facility Continental Overseas Total 


Shipyard facilities , $51, 397, 600: | $57, 000 $51, 454, 6 
Fleet base facilities... , 427, 000 26, 170, 500 44,597, 5 
Aviation facilities _ 9, 367, 600 34,789,600! 314,157.2 

Naval Air training stations , 410, 500) 

Fleet support air stations -__ -- (44, 440, 200) 

Marine Corps air stations... --__-- d 3, 614, 900) 

Special purpose air stations. -_ - 73, 902, 000) | ____ 
Supply facilities. ___- ‘ ‘ ‘ , 895, 200 , 358, 900 9, 254, 100 
Marine C orps facilities__ se alia amie 3, 573, 300 5, 064, 000 61, 637, 300 
Ordnance facilities. ................... ; 5, 444, 000 | 5, 018, 900 21, 462, 900 
Service school facilities __- —- - “3 3 , 074, 800 44, 000 30, 118, 800 
py i atl IR, Se ee , 572, 700 | 269, 000 2, 841, 700 
Communication facilities ; s 436, 000 | 5, 675, 800 26, 111,800 
Office of Naval Research facilities___ -- 215, 000 0 215, 000 
Yards and Docks facilities _ - -_- ‘ boas ; 1 30, 281, 000 , 009, 000 34, 290, 000 

Total ais haa dial : ; | 346, 684, 200 249, 456, 700 596, 140, 900 

Sec. 201 (unclassified projects) __.-_ - 331, 607, 200 107, 191, 300 | "438, 798, 500 
Sec. 202 (classified projects) - -...-.-_ -- : icone aall 9,077,000 | 142,265,400!) 151,342,400 
Sec. 203 (corr. of defs.) _ - - - ae ; ; | 16, 000, 000 (1) 6, 000, 000 


Total -- sean nace 346, 684, 200 | 249, 456, 700 | 596, 140, 900 


! Continental and overseas. 


Summary, fiscal year 1956 funding program 


Class of facility Continental Overseas Total 


Shinvand Meee Os co ccc. 3 CLS ietdidunedanccetce | $51, 718, 900 $57,000 | $51, 
Fleet base facilities...............-- ..---| 19,471,500 | 29, 296, 500 48, 7 
Aviation facilities_- x sack : i cimuahie aa | 188, 268, 900 140, 569, 600 328, 8: 
Naval Air training stations. ___- ae --| (46,080, 100))}__._- : 

Fleet t Support air stations___-- -- Veae diame (47, 712, 300) 

Marine Corps air stations............-...-.--- _.-------| (20,490, 500)| 

Special purpose air stations. -_..-...--- ata ; (73, os, 000) |----- 2 4 
Supply facilities. __- piicdinwmdaeiese Cea suaaeel +8 5, 200 | 7, 358, 900 9, 254, 100 
Marine Corps eS pi 24’ 542, 300 | 45, 064, 000 | , 606, 300 
Ordnance TAGiIes. .. . . 002262 ncnness- acetnongestseauguameuieas Mae 6, 268, 900 712, 900 
Service school facilities daskesngaucee 32, 048, 800 44,000 | 32,092, 800 
Medical facilities..................--- Riess 2, 572, 700 269, 000 | , 841, 700 
Communication facilities... __.......-- aii ieee 436, 000 27, 946, 800 , 382, 800 
Office of Naval Research facilities_______- ee 215, 000 | 215, 000 
Yards and Docks facilities. _____.__- Bvicieutss toweanteti 46,499,300 | 6, 209, 000 52, 708, 300 


’ 383, 112, 600 263, 083, 700 | "646, 196, 300 
Cc lassttiod: projec “ts included in above___-_____- (9, 077, 000) | (147,816, 400)| (156, 893, 400) 
Adjustment (including $69,477,000 for family housing) -- . J | on 530, 372, 000 


BREAKDOWN OF PROJECTS BY LOCATION 


Mr. SHepparp. Now, gentlemen, I would like to ask you for a 
straight listing of projects for which you are requesting funding 
approval totaling $646,196,300, by location. Do you have that 
detail? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir, we have 

Mr. SHepparpD. Will you insert that in the record at this point? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Next I would like to have your priority funding 
list. Do you have a list showing how you would spread the 
$530,345,000 being requested for appropriation purposes? 

Admiral Ciark. I have that here. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right; insert that in the record. 

(The statements are as follows:) 
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Public works construction program, fiscal:year 1956 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Authorization Funding Tentative 
requested, program, supplementary 
fiscal year 1956 | fiscal year 1956 | funding list ! 


a) (2) (4) 


Shipyard facilities: 

Naval Shipyard, Boston, Mass 

Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Wash 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md 

Naval Industrial Reserve Shipyard, Charleston, 

8.C 427, 000 
Naval minecraft base, Charleston, S. C_-_- 5, 800, 000 
Naval Shipyard, Mare Island, Calif 4, 553, 000 
Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Va 308, 000 
Naval underwater sound laboratory, New London, ont 
66, 


Fla 3, 379, 000 7 372, 000 
Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia, Pa. (2) 
Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H- 946, 000 791, 000 
Naval Electronics Laboratory, San Diego, Calif. _-- 143, 000 
Naval Repair Facility, San Diego, Calif 629, 000 
Naval Shipyard, San. Francisco, Calif... 4, 369, 000 


Total shipyard facilities, continental 43, 563, 600 





Fleet base facilities: 
Naval station, Green Cove Springs, Fla_.........--- 
Naval station, Key West, Fla 
Naval station, Newport, R. I 
Naval base, Norfolk, Va 
Naval station, Orange, Tex 
Naval station, San Diego, Calif_.........--- 
Navalstation, Treasure Island, San Francisco, , Calif. 
Naval station, Tacoma, Wash 
Naval station, Tongue Point, Astoria, Oreg... 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C 


Total fleet base facilities, continental 18, 427, 000 


Aviation facilities: 
Naval air training stations: 
Auxiliary landing field, Alice Orange Grove sup] 
1, 487, 000 2856 , 





Naval auxiliary air station, Barin kield, Foley, 
Al 151, 000 

Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Tex- -- 1, 953, 500 

Naval air station, Corpus Christi, Tex__--.------ 664, 

Naval air station, Glynco, Ga 

Naval air station, Hutchinson, Kans---.------- 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Tex 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tenn 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Fla_.....-...---.-.-- 

Naval auxiliary air station, Port Isabel, Tex---- 

Naval auxiliary air station, New Iberia, La 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Fla_- 


Total naval air training stations 44, 410, 500 _5, 550, 000 


Fleet support air stations: : 
Naval air station, Alameda, SM. 3, 729, 000 7 182, 000 
Naval air station, Atlantic City, 233, 000 33, hakaewe -- 
Naval auxiliary air station, on Field, ( Calif... 214, 600 bnnebbiesie <- 
Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine-----._--- 3, 200, 000 : 918, 000 
Naval air station, Cecil Field, Bm... .: 7, 400, 000 , 099, 557, 000 
Auxiliary landing field, Crows Landing, Calif... (3) f = 
Naval auxiliary air station, El] Centro, Calif-_- 366, 000 591, 000 
—— auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nev 1, 172, 700 1, 264, 700 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Fla 2, 224, 000 2, 224, 000 
Naval air station, Key West, Fla---. 211, 000 484, 900 
Naval auxiliary landing field, Mayport, Fla_. 812, 000 812, 000 
Naval air station, Miramar, Calif 4, 370, 000 4, 370, 000 
Naval air station, Moffett Field, Calif 2, 581, 000 2, 681,000 j...-.------ 
Naval air station, Norfolk, Va 5, 260, 000 5, 260, 000 750, 000 
Naval air station, Oceana, Va...--.-..-.....-.-. 5, 281, 000 5, 281, 000 “ 
Naval air station, Quonset Point, R.I 1, 062, 000 1, 062, 000 ), OX 
Naval air station, San Diego, Cal. 2, 748, 000 3, 556, 000 296, 000 

188, 900 188, 900 -- 

Nav al air facility, Ww eeksville, N N 342, 342, 000 


See footnotes at end of table, p. 14, 
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Public works-construction program, fiscal year 1956—Continued 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 


| 
Authorization | Funding Tentative 
requested, | program, supplementary 
fiseal year 1956 | fiscal year 1956} funding list 


(1) | (2) (3) 
__--==ov nna letanespaemeaiespeansapennaiiasntenmanamnipmanetneinenianmitel 


Aviation facilities—Continued 4 
Fleet:support air stations—Continued 
Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Wash $1, 958, 000 | $1, 958, 000 
Outlying field, Whitehouse Field, Fla 1, 087, 000 | 1. 087, 000 


Total fleet support air stations, continental - -- 44, 440, 200 47, 712, 300 
penpals eichitialnichiles tiki 
Marine Corps air stations: 
Marine Corpsauxiliary air station, Beaufort, S. C_ 4, 649, 000 
Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, N. C-- 1, 762, 000 s 
Marine Corps air station, EI Toro, Calif_--__- 2, 492, 000 2, 492, 000 
Marine Corps auxiliary landing field, Edenton, | 
Pe el MN TEE. nn 0055p SA inser sss ananos 1, 421, 500 | 
Marine Corps air station, Miami, Fla__--__._-- 
Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, | 
(0 | EN See 2, 305, 400 | 
Marine Corps air facility, New River, N. C_..--| 2, 762, 000 | , 762, 000 


, 421, 500 
1, 223, 000 , 223, 000 





Total Marine Corps air stations, continental_- 16, 614, 900 | , 490, 500 
Special purpose air stations: 
Naval air facility, John H. Towers Field, | 
Annapolis area, Maryland 16, 900, 000 900, 000 
Naval auxiliary air station, Chincoteague, Va__- 2, 85%, 000 858, 000 
Naval ordnance test station, Inyokern China 
Lake), Calif 2, 615, 000 2, 615, 000 
Naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J__-__-..------} 16, 311, 000 | 3, 311, 000 
Naval air test center, Patuxent River, Md 8, 677, 000 8, 677, 000 
Naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, Calif. _| 926, 000 | 010, 000 
Naval air station, South Weymouth, Mass __-_-| 270, 000 270, 000 | 
Photographic interpretation center, Suitland, 
Md 2, 345, 000 | , 345, 000 
Various locations 23, 000, 000 | 3,000,000 | ___ Bs. 
Special purpose air stations, continental_____-_| 73, 902, 000 | 3, 986, 000 12, 900, 00 











Total, aviation facilities, continental ----~----_- 179, 367, 600 | 268, 900° 23, 215, 000 





Supply facilities: | 
Naval fuel depot, Jacksonville, Fla 15, 200 | 15, 200 
Naval supply depot, Newport, R. I ; 1, 041, 000 , 041, 000 
Naval supply center, Norfolk, Va 777, 000 777, 000 
Naval supply center, Oakland, Calif 62, 000 62, 000 


Total supply facilities, continental 1, 895, 200 | , 895, 200 

Marine Corps facilities: | 
Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Ga 3, 157, 000 | 
Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, Calif 501, 000. | 
Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, N.C 1, 059, 000 | 
Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, 8. C 1, 654, 000 | 
Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, Calif 648, 000 | 
Marine Corps clothing depot, annex 3, Philadel- 

phia, Pa 30, 000 | 

Marine Corps School, Quantico, Va 9, 357, 000 
Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, Calif__.___- 120, 000 | 
Marine-Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, 











47, 300 
Total, Marine Corps facilities, continental 16, 573, 300 


24, 542, 300 4, 400, 000 


Ordnance facilities: 
Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, 8. C_______- $193, 000 | 
or aviation ordnance test station, Chincoteague, | 

a 644, 000 
Naval Ordnanee Aerophysics Laboratory, Dainger- | 
field, Tex 1, 111, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J 59, 000 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Calif 514, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev 1, 424, 000 | 
Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Md 1, 107, 000 
Naval ordnance test station, Inyokern (China 

NA Bd rakieitatanntisaarg nuns 375, 000 
Naval torpedo station, Keyport, Wash 376, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, Louisville, Ky.........---_-- 927, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, Macon, Ga é 3, 800, 000 
Naval underwater ordnance station, Newport, R. I_| 370, 000 


See footnotes at end of table, p. 14. 
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Public works construction program, fiscal year 1956—Continued 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 


| Authorization | Funding | Tentative 


|» requested, program, _| supplententary 
fiscal year 1956 | fiscal year 1956 | funding list ' 


(1) 


Ordnance facilities—Continued 
Naval magazine, Port Chicago, Calif 
Naval ammunition depot, St. Juliens Creek, Va 


Naval ammunition and net depot, Seal Beach, Calif. 


Naval ammunition depot, Shumaker, Ark 
Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Md 
Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va 


Total ordnance facilities, continental 
Service school facilities: 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md 
Naval station, Annapolis, Md 


Naval Supply Corps School, Athens, Ga___....-.--- 


Naval receiving station, Charleston, 8. C 
Naval amphibious base, Ceronado, Calif___.-- 


Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Va_. 


Naval training center, Great Lakes, Ill_- 
Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Ma_ 


Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, Geis! ... 


Naval receiving station, Philadelphia, Pa.. 
Retraining Command, Portsmouth, N 
Fleet Sonar School, San Diego, Calif 


Total service school facilities, continental 


Medica! facilities: 
National Naval Medica! Center, Bethesda, Md__-- 
Naval hospital, Chelsea, Mass 
Naval hospital, Corona, Calif_.-__-.--- 
Naval hospital, Corpus: Christi, Tex_- 
Naval hospital, Great Lakes, ml 
Naval hospital, Jacksonville, Fla 
Naval submarine base, New London, Conn 


Naval hospital, Philadelphia, Pa -_----..---..---- ; 


Total medical facilities, continental 
a facilities: Naval radio station, North- | 


Office of Naval Research facilities: 


Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, Belle- | 


vue, District of Columbia 
Chesapeake Bay Annex, Naval Research Labora- 
tory, Randle Cliffs, Md 


Total, Office of Naval Research facilities, conti- 


Yards and docks facilities: 


Naval construction battalion open, Davisville, R. I. 


Public works center, Norfolk, V 
Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, 


ocati 
aaa Zz fF iand’s 


Various locations, a a i 
Various locations, Navy and Marine Corps rehabili- 
tation of existing housing 


Total yards and docks facilities, continental_____- 


See footnotes at end of table, p. 14. 





(2) 


| 


(3) 


$241, 000 
420, 000 

1, 029, 000 
765, 000 

1, 976, 000 
113, 000 








2, 572, 700. | 


52, 000 


215, 000 | 


5, 397, 000 
2, 510, 000 


1, 225, 000 
15, 149, 000 
(*) 


(@) 


pie 24, 281,000 | 
Total, continental United States.._...........__.- 


331, 607, 200° 


30, 805, 800 


15, 444, 000 


11, 467, 000 
307, 000 
456, 000 
553, 000 

1, 402, 000 
1, 942, 000 
9, 556, 800 
780, 000 
119, 000 
1, 428, 000 
42, 000 


2, =07, 000 


11, 285, 000 


eee 1... 





2, 572, 700 | 
436, 000 


163, 000 
52, 000 
+ 215,000 


5, 397, 000 
2, 510, 000 





1, 225, 000 


“18; 140; 006 


15, 000, 000 
1, 218, 300 
40, 499, 300 


368, 035, 600 


15, 277, 000 


350, 000 


350, 000 


15, 140; 000 
2, 500, 000 


72, 167, 000 
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Public works construction program, fiscal year 1956—Continued 
OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


()) 
Shipyard facilities: Fleet activities, Sasebo, Japan-.__--- 


Fleet base facilities: 
Naval station, Adak, Alaska 
Naval base, Guam, Mariana Islands-___-____-___-_--- 
Naval base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
Naval base, Subic Bay, P. I 
Fleet activities, Yokosuka, Japan 


Fleet base facilities, overseas 


Aviation facilities: 
Naval air station, Agana, Guam 
Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland 
Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan 
Naval station, Bermuda, British West Indies 
Naval air facility, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands__-_ 
Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
Naval air facility, lwakuni, Japan 
Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe, T. H 
Naval station, Kodiak, Alaska Sacatdvtams 
Naval station, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands. 
Naval station, Midway, T 
Naples, Italy 
Navalair facility, Port L yautey, “French Morocco. 
Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, P. R 
Naval station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands 


Total aviation facilities, overseas ____-_- 


Supply facilities: 

Yaval supply depot, Guam, Mariana Islands-___-__-- 
Naval supply depot, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba__-_. 
Naval supply center, Pearl Harbor, T. H____- 


Total supply facilities, overseas 


Ordnance facilities: 
_ al ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H 
Naval ordnance facility, Sasebo, "Japan __ 


Total ordnance facilities, overseas 


Service school facilities: Fleet training center, Pearl 
Harbor, 1. 


"Islands 


Communication facilities: 
Naval communications station, _— Alaska 
a al radio facility, Kami Seya, J 
Naval communications station, Koc iak, Alaska 
Nav al communication facility, Philippine Islands___ 
Naval communication facility, Port Lyautey, 
French Morocco 


Total communications facilities, overseas ___----- 
Yards and Docks Faeilities: 
15th Naval District, Canal Zone 
Guam, Mariana Islands 
Various locations—replacement housing 
Total yards and docks facilities, overseas_...___-_- 


Total outside continental United States 





Authorization 


requested, 
fiscal year 1956 


(2) 


$57, 000 


2, 485, 000 | 


1, 835, 000 

56, 000 
15, 253, 700 
6, 540, 800 


Funding 
program, 
fiscal year 1956 | 


(3) 


$57, 000 7 


} 

2, 485, 000 |. 
1, 835, 000 | 
56,000 | 
18, 379, 700 | 


6, 540, 800 | 


Tentative 
supplementary 
funding list ! 


(4) 





_26, 170, ‘ 


29, 296, 500 | 





6, 525, 000 
8, 589, 800 
1, 978, 800 

91, 000 
8, 260, 000 
2, 977, 300 


975, 000 | 


3, 227, 600 
2, 613, 100 


4, 411, 000 | 
1, 518, 000 | 
155, 000 | 


1, 958, 500 


3, 721, 000 | 
522, 900 | 


47, 524, 000 | 


5, 427, 000 
1, 318, 000 


270, 000 | 


7,015, 000 


8, 489, 000 
2, 977, 300 
975, 000 | 


3, 227,600 | 


2, 613, 100 
4, 411, 000 
1, 518, 000 


155, 000 |. . 


1, 958, 500 
3, 721, 000 
522, 900 | 


, 427, 000 


7, 753, 000 | 


574, 000 


“1, 093, 000 
365, 000 


8, ! 557, 000 


1, 847, 000 


, 318, 000 |_- 


270, 000 | 


172, 000 





7,015, 000 | 


2, 019, 000 





1, 132, 000 
66, 000 


1, 198, 000 





1, 382, 000 | 
66, 000 


1, 448, 000 


250, 000 











44, 000 


269, 000 


439, 000 
2, 564, 700 
6, 991, 000 
8, 061, 500 


2, 848, 600 
20, 904, 800 


44, 000 
269, 000 





439, 000 | 
2, 564, 700 
6,991. 000 | 
10, 332° 500 
2, 848, 600 


23, 175, 800 








3, 069, 000 
940, 000 
() 





4, 009, 000 | 











107, 191, 300 | 





115, 267, 300 





See footnotes at end of table, p. 14. 


10, 883, 000 
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Public works construction program, fiscal year 1956—Continued 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES (CLASSIFIED) 





(1) 





Shipyard facilities: Various classified locations: Sound 
search stations including land acquisition.-__......--.- 
Service school facilities: Location classified, school 
Di a en atedtela tb shadceshitndnendbn ckiisins 


Total classified, continental__............-.-.----- 





OUTSIDE UNITED STATES (CLASSIFIED) 


Aviation facilities: Classified location: 
Naval air facility No. 1, CINCNELM..........---- 
Oe BR RR ee et ae ee eee 


Supply facilities: Classified location: 
is EE OI hoi ob oo on dA blade sc cendnncee 
B, family housing... -- ~~~ --- sh, A TI ho ic sas das iti 
CF, See Saas foe 02055 pa BAL ok. wn denen 


Total classified supply facilities outside conti- 
ce Be ee ee 


Marine Corps facilities: 
Classified location, Fleet Marine Force Pacific, 
IIE IIs th cen inns nieinensin ae eos 
Classified location, Headquarters Fleet Marine 
Force Pacific, bivouac area___-.--.-...--------.-- 


Total classified Marine Corps facilities outside 


Seen Men ia. k eee en 
Ordnance facilities: Classified locations, ammunition 
storage facilities'and family housing_............-..--- 
Communications facilities: Classified location: 
Naval Communication Unit No. 1._....-....------ 
Naval Radio Station North Atlantic Area---_----.- 
Total classified communications facilities outside 
United Sthtegsis..-......4 tas ki i aniaaiiateMaeadcage 


Total classified outside United States_..........--._-.-- 
Total classified continental....................-.-.- el 


Grand total classified 



































sss 


CORRECTION OF DEFICIENCIES 


Yards and docks facilities: Various locations, conti- 
nental and overseas, correction of deficiencies... ..... - 


TO es ea 











Authorization Funding Tentative 
requested, program, supplementary 
fiscal year 1956 | fiscal year 1956 | funding list ! 
(2) (3) (4) 
$7, 834, 000 $7, 834,000 j.......... 
1, 243, 000 1, DAR, GOO bs pnd <caati... 
9, 077,000 9,077,000 |......-..-.--.. : 
$1, 869, 000 $1, 869, 000 $1, 869, 000 
19, 099, 200 19, 099, 200 16, 520, 000 
39, 247, 000 39, 247, 000 8, 857, 000 
27, 050, 400 27, 050, 400 4, 804, 000 
(4) SOte See fuilicic iis...-.. 
87, 265, 600 92, 816, 600 32, 050, 000 
84, 100 84,100 |_.-- 
84, 100 84, 100 |_..---- 
175, 700 376, 700 LAsdluaid 
343, 900 | 843, 900 |.......-- 
45, 000, 000 45,000, 000 |_......--- 
64, 000 08008 tai nic av-. 
45, 064, 000 45,064,000 |_....-- 
4, 820, 900 4, 820, 900 }_..-.---- 
771,000 ERD Cancadicacen« 
4, 000, 000 4, 000, 000 750, 000 
4, 771, 000 4, 771,000 750, 000 
SSS == 
142, 265, 400 147, 816, 400 32, 800, 000 
9,077,000 C077 O00 hess dckitienre~- ‘ 
151, 342, 400 156,803,400 | 32, 800, 000 
$6, 000,000 | eworiowre is 
596, 140, 900 | 646, 196, 300 ‘a $115, 851, 300 





1 The figures in the 4th column represent the amounts for line items that the Navy tentatively plans to 
fund if, for any reason, line items in the tentative primary funding list, totaling $530,345,000, cannot be 


prosecuted within a reasonable time. 
2 Public Law, 763, 83d Cong. 
2 Public Law 534, 83d Cong. 
4 Public Law 155, 82d Cong. 
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(CLERKS Nots.—At time of hearings, final action had not been taken on the 
1956 authorization bill, H. R. 6829. Neither had a formal budget request for 
appropriation been received. Final conference action on H. R. 6829 affects the 
foregoing tabulations, and related tabulations throughout the printed hearings. 
The final conference action has the following effects:) 


Funding 


1956 authori- | program 


sation requested 


tad OE a Ce aa Ss onc ce hs ctcccnsnccnscsux ‘ ae $596, 140, 900 . $646, 196, 300 


Deduct items included which are not in final version of H. R. 6829: | 
ae al air facility, Annapolis..._.----.--.-- —, | 16, 900, 000 16, 900, 000 
Naval Academy 
Bancroft Hail extension Ha Sei 7, 500, 000 | 7, 500, 000 
Fill Dewey and Santee Basins Kitttbetdesedecdtabecsaad a 3, 785, 000 | 3, 785, 000 
Family housing (335 units): 
NAAS, Warne Pied, Fie.-.......-............. diana 385, 000 | 385, 000 
NAAS, Fallon, Nev 131, 700 | 331, 700 
NALF, Mayport, Fla , 74, 000 | 74, 000 
NTC, Great akes, Tl 3, 700, 800 | 3, 700, 800 
Naval ee, CODON CORINNE, TOW icici caniicininicticccewinawe 162, 100 | 162, 100 
NAS, Norfolk, Va. (reduction in amount for bombing targets, Parramore | 
Island) | 600, 000 | 600, 000 
NSC, Norfolk (Cheatham Annex grade crossing) | 378, 000 | 378, 000 
Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va. (reduction in amount for trunk 
highway) 500, 000 500, 000 


Total deductions 34,116,600 | 34, 116, 600 


Add items not included which are in the final version of H. R. 6829: | 
Naval shipyard, Puget Sound (plans and specifications for new drydock)- 2, 000, 000 2, 000, 000 
Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Va., land acquisition 200, 000 200, 000 


Total additions , 200, 2, 200, 000 


Revised total | 564,224,300 | 614, 279, 700 


LAND ACQUISITION ITEMS 


Mr. SHepparD. Now, I would like to have a separate listing of the 
land acquisition items in this program pending before the committee. 
Do you have that? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir, we have. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right; insert it at this point. 

(The matter above referred to is as follows:) 
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Land acquisition—1956 program 


Area acres Estimated 
Station |--—_—_—_—_—_-_-_-_—— ond seamed 
Fee Easement ™ ments 





NAF, Annapolis, Md 4, 700 $3,200, 000 
NTRS, Charleston, 8. C i, 427, 000 
USNMCS, Panama City, Fla....................-- 468 | 270, 000 
NEL, San Diego, Calif... .......-_-- 398 143, 000 
NSY, San Francisco, Calif 353. 26 | 1, 600, 000 
NAS, Alameda, Calif 54 ‘ 54, 000 
ALF, Alice-Orange, Tex ; 925 539, 000 
NCAS, Beaufort, 8. C__- peiinsiiem nih: stinkin 1, 820 626, 000 
MCAS Beaufort, (target) lasik: aaipallicinsi Aeacunaciacoite naan 7, 700 | 52, 000 
NAS, Brunswick, Maine-- 200 85, 000 
MCAS, Cherry Point, N. C__.---.--- : 1 1, 000 
NAS, Corpus Christi, Tex 1, 731 2, 000 
NAAS, El Centro, C alif __. a 210 84, 000 
MCAS, El Toro, Calif. IES coe eet 510 69, 000 
NAAS, New Iberia, La CPL ES. STE: 4, 500 x Ustele 2, 915, 000 
NAS, Jaeksonville, Fla. (targets) -- a a aa a , 230 24 536, 000 
NAS, Norfolk, Va. (targets) --- Pie haf Sa PAO SIE , 000 300, 000 
MCAAS, Mojave, Calif ‘ 420 25, 000 
NAAS, Port Isabel; Tex aaa Rahat , 414 103, 000 
NAS, Whidbey a hae , 193 | 810, 000 
OLF, Whitehouse Field, Fla ; sibtidiie vil l> Shebicshabeh 900 50, 000 
Chase I ek. baie | 325 | 178, 000 
Kingsville, Tex ; Heit | 328 _ 106, 000 
Miami, Fla 640 1, 223, 000 
MCSD, Barstow, Calif. .......-.-- eaiaans pe , 08: | eo 11, 000 
MCS, Quantico, Va a h 19, 000 
NPG, Dahlgren, Va : 200, 000 
ee ee ng. cumsnoamamadhide csi seGinelk ’ | 2, 000 
NSC, Oakland, Calif if ala adrGhiare suits . | 3 2, 000 
NSC, Pear] Harbor ‘ i. 60, 000 
Pear! powerline easement_ 4, 000 
Nav Mag, Port Chicago, Nn ee . 53 1, 688, 000 


yg’ spta' 2e° S'S ‘AS SD OO 











° ‘ 12, 1384, 000 
Flight.clearance, various locatigns. ?.................-.....---- 95, 520 23, 000, 000 








Grand total i . 112, 781.6 35, 184, 000 





! Deleted by House Armed Services Committee. 
2 25,230 acres outside approach zone have improvements requiring removal. 
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Land acquisition and obstruction removal for flight clearance 





Estimated 
| cost includ- 
| ing improve- 

ments 


Easement 


\LF, Alice-Orange, Tex <eehsasseee 140 1, 390 51, 400 
NAAS, Barin Field, Ala at , 350 2, 300 409, 000 
MCAS, Beaufort, 8. C_- S40 445, 000 
N AAG Is cin cecntietennsecueces- ee cual 60 2, 260 | 408, 500 
NAS, Brunswick, Maine 110 280 332, 900 
NAS, Cecil Field, Fla 400 2, 300 680, 000 
RA Beg Ce, Sl 0 FFs nnn ska ibimeeice =kuameniawaae ; , 000 | 20, 000 
NAAS, Chincoteague, Va ; 600 640 770, 000 
NAG, Ci Sa OI. Suton ists Silk amine std de niaetmens 46 .| , 560 377, 100 
\LF, Crows Landing, Calif 7 | , 620 786, 900 
MCALF, Edenton, N. C_____- 0 | 530 757, 200 
NAAS, El Centro, Calif 2 5, 000 625, 800 
MCAS, El Toro, Calif._. 5, 360 | 578, 800 
es ic Caccannandwunaanddawekde 4 970 | 295, 100 
NALF, Fentress, Va ) , 060 , 470, 000 
NAAS, Glynco, Ga 530 | , 630 | 220, 000 
Ne IN oo ins an cure n nun wdeaslailatip ehds mauawet das | eee etal 2, 140 210, 500 
Ne tn cine: abeenabben Sit genders” tote 260 | 116, 800 
NAS, Key West; Fla__- 150 293, 000 
NAS, Los Alamitos, Calif Re haeia —_— 2, 130 576, 000 
NALF, Mayport, Fla nena : ; case 301, 000 
NAS, Memphis, Tenn cata ‘ are : 25, 000 
MCAS, Miami, Fla beneath dhe . , 200 50, 000 
NAS, Miramar, Calif ‘ 900 | 275, 000 
NAS, Moffett Field, Calif ‘ 3, 750, 000 
MCAAS, Mojave, Calif 300 205, 500 
NAS, Oceana, Va_.___- se : 270 2, 045, 000 
NATC, Patuxent, Md 200 | 650, 000 
NAS, Pensacola, Fla 000 | 419, 000 
NAMTC, Point Mugu, Calif 560 176, 000 
NAAS, Port Isabel, Tex 800 61, 600 
MC AF, Santa Ana, Calif 710 | 171, 000 
NAAS, Saufley Field, Fla 960 | , 269, 000 
NAS, Whidbey Island, Wash 560 253, 600 
OLF, Whitehouse’ Field, Fla 500 679, 000 
NAS, Whiting Field, Fla 550 338, 000 
NAS, Willow Grove, Pa 200 | 392, 000 
IG Ri 6a en Sve ancwaccdsuaceeuscskeedasas’ vie 3, 040 | 111, 500 
NAAS, Kingsville, Tex 7, 280 


ts 268, 900 
OLFS, Pensacola, Fla 18, 070 2, 134, 900 


nn 


PRoNNrer 





95, 520 23, 000, 000 


| 
| 
| 
} 
} 
| 








BREAKDOWN OF FAMILY HOUSING 


Mr. Suepparp. Next I would like to have a listing, separately, of 


family housing in this program presented before the committee. 
Do you have that available? 


Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Suepparp. All right; insert it at this point. 
(The matter above referred to is as follows:) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy 


Fiscal year 1956 military public works program—Family housing—Revised June 1, 
1956 


AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION REQUIRED 


Units 






OVERSEAS 
Fleet base facilities: 
Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands, 15 senior, 45 junior, 313 enlisted_- 373 $7, 514, 700 
Naval station, Adak, Alaska, 2 senior, 7 junior, 61 enlisted, 1 civilian. ______- 71 2, 485, 000 
Fleet activities, Yokosuka, Japan, 3 senior, 79 junior, 326 enlisted____....._.- 408 6, 540, 800 
Aviation facilities: 
Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland, 24 senior, 69 junior, 207 enlisted. - _- 300 7, 515, 800 
80 
90 
































Naval station, Kodiak, Alaska, 3 senior, 12 junior, 65 enlisted 2, 613, 100 
Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan, 7 senior, 23 junior, 60 enlisted 1, 514, 800 
Naval air facility, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands, 8 senior, 12 junior, 25 en- 

listed (45 units included in’ fleet project for naval station, Subic Bay, 





re Islands). 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, T. H., 3 senior, 7 junior, 45 enlisted _. 55 1, 192, 600 
Classified location, AEW No. 2, 3 senior, 7 junior, 20 enlisted___........___-- 30 636, 200 
Classified location, NAF No. 3, 10 senior, 31 junior, 109 enlisted _-_.__._..- 150 2, 074, 400 
Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 2 junior, 25 enlisted..____._____- 27 492, 300 
Naval station, Sangley Point, Achengy A Islands, 1 senior, 3 junior, 22 enlisted. 26 522, 900 
NAF and NOF, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, 4 senior, 16 junior, 88 

ig ois acadoactandebtn anadcvunvutvecieenceckisatveuenuasskescanes 108 1, 891, 500 

Supply facilities: 

Classified location, naval fuel facility ‘‘A’’, 2 junior, 3 enlisted, 1 civilian. ____- 6 84, 100 
Classified location, naval fuel facility “RB” 2 junior, 3 enlisted, 1 civilian ____- 6 84, 100 
Classified location, naval fuel facility “gr, 1 senior, 1 junior, 5 enlisted, 5 

Pn Eh etinewaxcentéinbbsteucsetshohiakesdteatateeekscscncmmeeennevs 12 175, 700 

Ordnance facilities: 

Classified location, ammo storage facility ‘‘A’’, 1 senior, 1 junior, 6 enlisted _- 8 112, 600 
Classified location, ammo storage facility ‘‘B’’, 1 senior, 1 junior, 6 enlisted __ 10 138, 300 


NOF, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, 1 senior, 4 junior, 53 enlisted (58 
units included in aviation project NAF, Port Lyautey). 
Communication facilities: 
, NCF, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands, 5 senior, 26 junior, 265 enlisted_____.__ 296 5, 852, 506 
¥ NCF, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, 3 senior, 14 junior, 105 enlisted _____- 122 2, 109, 600 
Naval Radio facility (R), Kami Seya, Japan, 3 senior, 30 junior, 118 enlisted. 151 2, 439, 700 
Yards and dock facilities: 15th Naval District, Canal zone 40 enlisted (acquisition) - 






CONTINENTAL 
Fleet base facilities: 













Department of the Navy, Washington, D. C., 3 flag....-.--..-_-----.------- 3 81, 000 
NUSL, New London, onn. (Fisher Island), 1 i ns cccens 5 66, 600 
Marine Corps facilities: MCTC, Twentynine Paims, Calif., 1 flag, 1 senior. ------ 2 47, 300 
Medical facilities: 
Naval ue at aaeae ee ’ 
4 senior, 4 junior (conversion 8 
$8 eullisted......-.---512444s1L1311-.d0bae den.) 15 } 256, 800 
Naval hospital, Chelsea, Mass., 15 enlisted 15 192, 800 
Naval hospital, Corpus ‘Christi; Tex., 3 senior, 8 junior: ......-,-do<gace-24-- 10 162, 100 
Supply facilities: Naval fuel depot, Jacksonville, BIG), PUM Sb. o. dead lccnlose 1 15, 200 
Aviation facilities: ‘ 
MCAAS, Mojave, Calif., 5 senior, 25 junior, 132 enlisted..........---.-.-.--- 162 2,177, 400 
MCALF, Edenton, N. C., 5 senior, 15 junior, 85 enlisted._---..---..--.-..-- 105 1, 421, 500 
NAAS, Chase Field, Beeville, Tex., 2 senior, 5 junior, 33 enlisted.--.._: 2... 40 540, 500 
NAAS; Palion, Nev., 2 senior, 6.junior.........-..-..2.-. nee ss ce ie 8 131, 700 
NALF, Mayport, Fla., 1 senior, 1 junior; 3 enlisted......-.--.-.......-.-..-. 5 74, 000 
NAAS, Whiting Field, Ps; CUE, BE EEE » 0 ewes ccccgcwwnne Diekaecraes 24 385; 000 
NAAS, Brown Field, Calif., 2 senior, 3 junior, 10 enlisted_.....2..-.-.--.2... 15 214, 600 
NAAS. Sanford, Fla., 2 senior, eS on nenncnnsinenouemadsmiman 13 188, 900 


School facilities: NTC, Great Lakes, ati diheauditnicknnnhanrdabaniiccan 





chp Ariat SS 
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Fiscal year 1956 military public works program—Family housing—Revised June 1, 
1955—Continued 


UNFUNDED AUTHORIZATION UNDER FISCAL YEAR 1955 MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING ACT, PUBLIC LAW 765, 83D CONG.—APPROPRIATION ONLY REQUIRED 


Amount 


Fleet base facilities: 
NS, Key West, Fla., 7 junior, 73 1, 044, 500 
NSY, Philadelphia, Pa., 25 enlisted ; 

Aviation facilities: 

NAS, Key West, Fla., 1 senior, 4 junior, 15 enlisted. __................--...- 
MCAS, Beaufort, 8. C., 1 senior, 21 junior, 153 enlisted 
NAS, Cecil Field, Fla., 1 senior, 12 junior, 77 enlisted.............--- 
NAAS, Glynco, Ga., 13 junior, 67 enlisted 
School facilities: NSC School, Athens, Ga., 30 junior 
Marine Corps facilities: 
MCSC, Albany, Ga., 11 junior, 86 enlisted _ _____--_-- said 
MCS, Quantico, Va., 3 senior, 104 junior, 193 enlisted 


Ree § 


FB} 
s SANS g 


-of~ 
oooo 


BS 
a 
= 





Unit Cost Data USED IN PRICING PROGRAM 
STATESIDE (1.0) BASIC UNIT COsTs ! AREA COST FACTORS—continued 


M0OQ’s: Argentia, Newfoundland. - 
Flag officers ‘ Asores........- 
Senior officers , 2 Hawaii_-- = 
Junie GMO Se kSkc lec sci Japan... Bai Ji ink 
MEMQ’s; Enlisted men 5 Kodiak, Alaska_...___- : 
Port Lyautey, French Morocco 
ee 7 ‘ ; 
ane Cone SACeees Subic Bay area, Philippine Islands - 
Continental United States .0 | Caribbean area... awe 
Adak, Alaska é 


} $35,000-unit maximum, regardless of location. 


ePAUOowant auw 


FUNDING PROGRAM VS. APPROPRIATION REQUEST 


Mr. SHepparp. Now I would like to have an explanation of the 
proposal before us as to the $646 million authorization total versus 
the $530 million appropriation total. 

Admiral Ciark. The $646,196,300 is a summation of all urgent 
projects which we feel must be done this year. We are asking for 
funding authority for that whole list. We believe, because of cireum- 
stances beyond our control, largely, such as the timing of the granting 
of base rights, the phasing in of facilities with new equipment that 
is being provided, new high-frequency direction finders, for instance, 
the timing of our ability to get the land on which these projects are 
to be constructed—those things add up, from past experience and 
since they are still beyond our control, to about that much. But we 
do not know and cannot know—we do not know from day to day, 
really, in some of those projects—when the advance planning will 
show that it does not fit into the equipment that has been provided; 
or we do not know when certain foreign governments which we think 
will go along with base rights, will grant them. As I say, it is an 
area that is largely beyond our control. 

We believe we will get more defense for our dollars if we are per- 
mitted to have this authority to fund any one of these projects, 
ene each one of them should be done this year if we had the power 
0 do it. 
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Mr. SHepparD. When you take the figure of $646 million and deduct 
the $530 million it would leave in the category of undeterminable, $116 
million. Is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. And you are asking the committee to provide that 
much elasticity in your funding, in order to take care of unknown 
factors, or undeterminable factors that may prevail and you are 
confronted with the nonexpenditure of funds presently being asked. 
Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. That is correct. It also permits us—in fact, it 
puts a premium on economy; because, even though we plan something 
carefully, if we are able, as we go through, to make any saving, that 
permits us to take a certain portion of this saving and perhaps to 
fund a small project which, if we did not have the authority to fund, 
we could not do this year but should do this year, because that is the 
very purpose of these things we submit. As you see there, Mr. 
Chairman, they are only the urgent ones. We were told to submit 
only those things which must be undertaken and could no longer be 
put off. 

In spite of that, there are are areas beyond our control where we 
cannot get started. There is a construction season, for instance, in 
Argentia. If, for any reason, the contractor cannot assemble the ma- 
terials, we may not be able to get going on certain projects during the 
construction season. 

UNOBLIGATED BALANCES 


Mr. SuepparD. Admiral Perry, you said it was expected you would 
have an unobligated balance of $122 million on June 30, 1955. Do 
you have any later figures that would tend to support the reasonable- 
ness of that estimate, either diminishing or increasing it? 

Admiral Perry. I have no further information that would tend to 
increase or decrease that. We are advertising projects and taking 
bids right along, and I feel we will come within a reasonable amount 
of that $122 million. 

Mr. Suepparp. You also said that based on probable obligations 
for 1956, if you get the $530 million requested, you would have an 
unobligated balance at June 30, 1956, of about $242 million. I want 
as good an estimate as you can give us of the construction part of 
that total, and it should be supported by detailed plans and specifica- 
tions. I think you gave an offhand figure the other day of at least 
$100 million. 

Admiral Perry. In my statement this morning—and my statement 
this morning is not based solely on offhand information which I had 
to give the other day; it is based on a recent recap of what we reason- 
ably anticipate during the forthcoming year—I said we would have 
$160 million of what we call real construction dollars, with approx'- 
mately $82 million left over in various reserves that we must hold 
back. 

Now you have asked-‘me-to present*to you detailed plans and specifi- 
cations covering the $160 million—— 

Mr. Suepparpb. No; I asked if those figures were supported by de- 
tailed plans and specifications. 

Admiral Perry. With respect to the $160 million which we would 
have left over, I might state at this point that the entire program, 
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that is, the $530 million program which we are coming before vou with 
at the present time—with certain exceptions—is supported by ad- 
vanced planning estimates. When I say “advanced planning esti- 
mates,’ | mean the estimates are based on a thorough engineering 
study of the individual projects in question and the estimates are ar- 
rived at based on local conditions. I feel that the estimates will be 
within 5 to 10 percent of the ultimate contract price. 

This is an example of what we would call advanced planning studies 
[submitting]. 


DISTINCTION BETWEEN PREPLANNING AND ACTUAL PLANNING 


Mr. SHepparD. What is the distinction between preplanning and 
actual planning when a contract is advertised for bids? 

Admiral Perry. By preplanning, I assume you mean the same 
term I use—advance planning? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The same as you have presented to the committee 
in the booklet you just gave us. 

Admiral Perry. In advance planning, we review the site; we 
determine the type of structure that will,go on that site; we study in a 
general way what are the foundation conditions and, therefore, we 
get a fairly accurate estimate of the cost of the foundations. We 
determine the type of structure, although not necessarily the details 
of it. In the overall picture it permits us to draw a rather accurate 
budget estimate. 

Now for a project that is to be put out for bids we must have de- 
tailed drawings of all the floor plans and elevations; we must have 
detailed plans of all the electrical wiring, the electrical equipment, 
and so forth, that must go into that building. While we have estab- 
lished in the advanced planning stage that we would need pile founda- 
tions, in the detailed plans we show all the details of that pile founda- 
tion. If we have a steel-frame building, we would have to show the 
construction details of that steel framing, and so forth. 

Mr. SuHepparp. In order to clear my thinking, the reason you have 
to have specific details when you advertise for bids is predicated upon 
the fact that the contractor would evidently have to know what he 
was bidding on in order to give a competent competitive bid? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. He could not do that on the basis 
of our advanced plan drawings. On our detailed plans and specifica- 
tions we set down, as the term implies, the exact details of what we 
opens him to perform when he goes on the job, if he is the successful 
vidder. 


METHODS OF CONTRACTING TO BE USED 


Mr. Suepparp. At this point in the record, in order that the com- 
mittee and the House may know the formula of the procedure that is 
going to be involved in the construction program, and to obviate-any 
difference in concept of the contractual procedure, we did this once 
before-and I am going to ask you for a repetition—when you prepare 
detailed plans and specifications for the competitive bid formula, then 
the next step is what—that of calling in 4 or 5 firms for negotiation 
purposes after you have arrived at the reasonably low bid, or some- 
thing comparable with the preplanning, and negotiate as you explained 
before, or do you start out on what is commonly known as a straight 
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advertised bid with a performance bond attached thereto and then 
accept the lowest bid? 

Admiral Perry. Our normal procedure, of course, is to have open 
competitive bidding.on any project that we have. That is, anybody 
who can put up a bid bond and will put up a performance bond if he 
be the low bidder, will be given the contract. There are no nego- 
tiations whatsoever. 

I said that is the normal procedure. There are certain projects, 
and this particularly held true at the time of the outset of the Korean 
incident, where time was of the essence and we had what we call a 
limited list of bidders. Now as was pointed out, if we had an airfield 
pavement project, we did not want a hatchet-and-saw-man to come 
in and bid on that job and be the low bidder and thereafter be awarded 
the contract and involve the Government, the Navy and the whole 
effort in Korea in interminable delays because he did not know his 
business. Therefore in many cases we went into the practice of 
having a limited list of bidders. In other words, according to what 
the type of project was—and I used before an airfield pavement as 
an example—we knew the people we asked to bid on that job were 
experienced pavement contractors who had, by performance, shown 
they could do this job, do it economically and do it expeditiously. 
But even under that process, if we had 5, 6, or 10 bidders on the list, 
the award was made to the low bidder. 

Under the law that type of contract, arrived at in that way, is 
known as a negotiated contract, because you do not have completely 
open bidding. ‘There may be cases, for instance on the renovation 
and oval of a camp or building, where you cannot write detailed 
plans and specifications and in such a case we would, without doubt, 
have to go to what we call a truly negotiated contract. We would 
call in certain representative firms whom we felt were fully competent 
to do the job and, after careful evaluation of the capabilities of the 
individual concerns, we would then pick one of them and tell him to 
go ahead with the job and we would enter into a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee 
type of contract with him. 

Mr. AnprEws. Mr. Chairman, off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHupparD. Well, the reason the chairman is bringing this 
subject out is because about a half a dozen Members of Congress 
have asked questions relative to the procedure involved, not only in 
the past tense, but relative to that which is contemplated in the 
present bill, and I think it is to the advantage of the Members of the 
House to have that explanation. 

Out of the total number of projects that you are presently justifying 
what percentage of those do you feel will come into the category that 
might have to be negotiated as against the selected group process? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, if I may answer that in geographi- 
cal terms, I think I could do it better than by percentages. 

Mr. Suepparp. Surely. 

Admiral Perry. As regards projects within the continental limits 
of the United States I know of none contained in this present bill that 
would require negotiation. I am speaking as of this moment. The 
international situation might change, and if it did we might have to 
go to different procedures, but as of now I know of nothing within 
this bill that we would have to negotiate. 
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I am talking only of the continental United States. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Yes, I understand. 

Admiral Perry. As regards the work overseas, we would not 
negotiate anything in Guantanamo. We would take open competitive 
bids, and the same thing applies to Argentia, and the same thing will 
apply to Kodiak and Adak in Alaska. 

We would take bids on work in the Hawaiian Islands. 

We now take bids on work in Kwajalein where formerly we did not. 

We propose, however, to take bids on work in.Guam, where we 
have not done so. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. On Guam, is that to be restricted to contractors 
within the South Pacific area, or is that to be a universal proposition? 

Admiral Perry. It will be open competitive bidding, Mr. Chairman, 
which would permit any contractor who is an American citizen to bid 
on the work. 

As regards work in the Philippines, the chances are very good that 
we would continue to let that out as CPFF contracts. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. Define those initials, please. 

Admiral Perry. Cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contract. 

We will have work, if the Appropriations Committee sees fit, on 
Okinawa. I cannot tell you what procedure will be followed on 
Okinawa because we turn that work over to the Army engineers to be 
done for us. The Army engineers have the paramount interest in 
Okinawa, and so they should do all of the work there. 

For our work in Japan we take competitive bids: Very few of the 
American contractors wish to bid on that work because they have 
found that in most cases they cannot underbid the Japanese con- 
tractors. 

As regards proposed work in the Azores, again the Army engineers 
would do the work for us. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Pardon me, but when the Army engineers do the 
work for the Navy, you do not stipulate to the Army engineers the 
procedure that you wish followed. You just let it to their jurisdic- 
tion; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, we specify what we want in terms 
of criteria. 

Mr. SHepparp. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. We then turn the money over to them, but we 
do not tell them how to do the work. We say that we want the job 
done, but we do not tell them how the job is to be done. 

Mr. Suepparp. Do the same criteria and procedures apply when 
the Air Force and the Army come to the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
and ask you to represent them through your agency in the construction 
program? 

Admiral Perry. Insofar as the Army engineers are concerned, and 

I assume you mean them when you mentioned the Army, our relation- 
ship with them has been most excellent and most cooperative. They 
do just exactly what we would do. 
_ Our experience with the Air Force has been a little different, but it 
is because of the lack of experience. The relationship has not been 
the same as it has been with the Army engineers. It is nothing 
against the Air Force at all when I make that statement. It is 
merely that they are new to our procedures. 





I have left out only one area in which we will be operating, and 
that is in Spain. There the work will go to the CPFF contractor 
which we presently have on the job. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, summing up the entire situation, 
from a technical point of view, with the construction responsibility 
that will be vested in your Department you do not contemplate any 
difficulties other than the normal, unforeseen eventualities that enter 
into a program of this magnitude? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SHepparD. Are there any questions, Mr. Andrews, pertaining 
to the statements that have been made by the three witnesses who 
have presented statements? We will go into the details of the projects 
later. 

TOTAL OF AUTHORIZATIONS 


Mr. Anprews. These figures will be in the record, Admiral Perry, 
but I wanted to ask you the total amount of your authorizations at 
this time, including the authorization in H. R. 6829 where you figure 
the authorized totals amount to $731,740,900? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. Is that correct? , 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Admiral CLarx. That is after the rescission. 

Mr. AnprReEws. Yes, that is correct, which is $151,400,000? 
Admiral CLark. That is right. 


URGENT REQUIREMENTS 


Mr. Anprews. I believe, according to that chart, you say the 
amount of work that is urgently needed by the Navy Department at 
this time is $3,800 million? 

Admiral Cuiark. I did not say urgently; no, sir. We define it, as 
you will remember, Mr. Andrews, in my statement, we define “urgent”’ 
as being that which we feel must be started this year, and that amount 
is $646, 196,300. 

Now, the total requirement includes the hatched portion on the 
chart for fiscal year 1957. The urgently required, when they brought 
it in that added up for next year to $1.5 billion, but we have not 
reviewed that yet. That is what the field submitted to us. 

Mr. Anprews. What does your latest review show your urgent 
requirements to be? 

Admiral Ciark. For this year, sir? 

Mr. Anprews. In dollars, $1,200 million? 

Admiral CLark. For new authorization, our urgent program after 
we boiled it down—you are talking about what we have reviewed or 
have not reviewed? 

Mr. AnpREws. What you have done, as I understand it, is that 
you have reviewed the urgent requirements for the fiscal year 1955 
and this year, and they add up to $1,200 million? 

Admiral Ciark. That is right, however in that connection—— 

Mr. Anprews. Now, just a moment before you get away from that. 
You gave the amount of your urgent requirements as $1,200 million? 

Admiral CLark. That was the amount of the urgent requirements 
submitted to the Navy Department from the field. We then knowing, 
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what they did not know, that we were going to go down in personnel, 
and so forth, in some places, we boiled that down and submitted a 
smaller program to the Secretary of Defense who approved about 
$581 million. My Board does the first boiling down. Then the Secre- 
tary of the Navy takes a look at it, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Bureau of the Budget. ° 

Mr. AnprEws. Then it is your opinion that the amount that you 
urgently require for the fiscal year 1956, that is, the money that must 
be spent immediately 

Admiral CLark. Yes. 

Mr. AnpreEws. Is $596 million? 

Admiral Ciark..In new authorization. 

Mr. ANpREws. And you are covered by that amount of authoriza- 
tion in H. R. 6829? 

Admiral Ciark. That is right, sir. That is the new authorization. 
We are asking this committee for further funding authority to fund 
some of the previous authorizations which you have not approved. 

Mr. ANprEws. And your request for funds in this bill is $530,345,000? 

Admiral Cuiark. That is correct. 


FUNDS TO BE AVAILABLE DURING 1956 


Mr. Anprews. How much unexpended balance will you have at 
the end of this fiscal year which could be added to the $530 million 
for construction purposes? 

Admiral Perry. $122 million, unobligated. 

Mr. AnprEws. $122 million even? 

Admiral Perry. Around that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. So, if the Congress appropriates $530,345,000, 
which is your request before this committee, during the fiscal year 
1956 you will have available for public works $652,345,000? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, that is right, sir. That was contained in my 
statement. 

Mr. Anprews. All right; thank you. That is all. 

Mr. SHeprparp. Mr. Ostertag? 


AUTHORIZATIONS, APPROPRIATIONS, AND OBLIGATIONS 


Mr. Ostrertaa. I cannot help but feel that we are getting a little 
clearer picture here, and I would like to return first to the point of the 
statement of Admiral Perry, and I also refer to the statement of 
Secretary Fogler in order to get the broad overall picture in my mind. 
As I understand it, funds have been authorized in the neighborhood 
of $2,191 million from 1948 on; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertag. And appropriations have been made available in 
the amount of $1,900 million, leaving an unfunded balance of $287 
million? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Yes. 

Now, Admiral, in respect to the $1,900 million, you pointed out 
that by June 30 of this year you will have obligated all but $122 
million. ; ‘ 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 
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Mr. Osrertaa. I believe it has been pointed out that $151,400,000 
previously authorized is available for rescission. If you have obli- 
gated all but $122 million, how can you have a rescission of $15] 
million? 

_ Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, when you discuss these figures you 
get into two areas, one of which is authorization, and the other 
appropriation. 

Mr. Ostertaa. I agree with you. 

Admiral Perry. We have had authorizations of $2,191 million 
thus far. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Maybe I can correct myself by pointing out that 
the $151 million in rescission would be of the $287 million, which is 
authorized but not appropriated. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir, Mr. Ostertag, 

Mr. Ostertaa. Am I correct in that? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Now, these total figures do not include family 
housing during the fiscal year 1956 because, as I understand, it is in 
the budget for the Defense Department otherwise; is that correct? 

Admiral Ciarx. What is that, sir? 

Mr. OstertaG. These total figures of authorization amounting to 
$2,191 million do not include family housing because that figure 
applies only to that amount which was appropriated directly to the 
Navy and the family housing heretofore was appropriated to the 
Defense Department? 

Admiral Ctarx. We had some odds and ends of family housing 
right in our public works program over the years. 

Last year the Secretary of Defense decided that he would pull 
those into a package. He took them out of the Public Works bill 
and put them into the Department of Defense bill, so that that 
amount is not included here. That was $13 million. To be exact, it 
was $13,264,700. Now, that was a separate bill, so that when we 
are talking about ovr authorization bill, it is really the Secretary of 
Defense’s authorization of which we were given funds to do our part. 


VARIATION BETWEEN ESTIMATED AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENTS AND 
ALLOWANCES UNDER HOUSE BILL 





Mr. Osrertaa. If I understand correctly, the Navy, through its 
survey and canvassing the field, was requested to apply for $1,200 
million as being urgently needed for public works in the Navy, 
$1,200 million? 

Admiral Cuarx. That is what the field submitted. 

Mr. Ostrertaa. And that on review of the requests from the field it 
boils down, as really urgent to the tune of $596 million. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. We actually requested ourselves $58! 
million. The Armed Services Committee of the House added the 
difference up to $596,140,900. They added an authorization for us 
to go ahead this year with the Naval Academy airfield, which we had 
intended to ask for next year. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Of the total program which the Navy feels war- 
rants some consideration, it was boiled down that out of the $1,200 
million, new authorizations are requested to the tune of $596 million; 
is that correct? 
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Admiral CLark. Not exactly. 

Mr. OstertaG. I would like to have a clear and correct picture. 

Admiral Cuark. Well, actually we submitted to the House a re- 
quest for $581,197,300 im the House bill, which is all we are working 
with now. The House Armed Services Committee report deleted 
$10,141,000 worth of project and we withdrew $7,986,000 worth of 
projects. 

; So, there was a grand total of deletions and withdrawals of 
$18,127,000. 

Now, the House also added to our bill the Quantico medical facility, 
$432,000, and family housing was switched from Camp Pendleton to 
various approved locations. 

Mr. OstertaG. I assume we will discuss this later. 

Admiral Cirarx. Anyway, that made a total addition of $33,070,600. 
So, as I say, we did not ask originally this year for $596 million. 

Mr. OstertTaG. But you did ask for $581 million? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir, but the bill now has. been modified to 
$596 million. 

Mr. OstertaG. Then I should correct my statement or question 
to say that the $1,200 million was boiled down by the Navy itself to 
$581 million. 

Admiral Cuark. $581,197,300. 

Mr. Foaier. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement on that? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Surely. 

Mr. Foauer. All of the requests that come into the Navy are 
reviewed by the various bureaus and are very substantially cut 
before the requests are finally approved by the Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions and the Secretary of the Navy. This is done in an attempt to 
get a budget which seems reasonable under the circumstances. To 
achieve balance we must consider the urgency of the requirement, at 
the same time taking a reasonable chance that something is not 
going to happen tomorrow. 

The $1,200 million to the man out im the field who is actually 
managing a station is urgent, and he is thinking of it entirely in terms 
of what he wishes to try to do and what can be built. 

We in the Department are thinking of it in terms of catching up 
and appearing with a very substantial request next year for building, 
yet making progress toward getting these really needed facilities. 
In all of this there is a certain element of chance that we will get them 
done before something much worse than the present condition exists. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Well, how would you compare the $1,200 million 
which you classify as urgent to the $581 million which you have 
actually requested? Would you call that ultraurgent, or how do you 
compare the two? 

Mr. Foauer. It has a high priority among these urgencies. It is 
more needed in 6 months from now than some other items. 

Mr. Ostertaa. In other words, the Navy could use authorizations 
ultimately of funds to the tune of $1,200 million according to your 
surveys in the field? 

Mr. Foaier. We could use them very profitably, 
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RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ESTIMATED FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR 1956 AND 
AMOUNT OF AUTHORIZATIONS 


Mr. Ostertaa. Now, if the $530 million which, as [ understand it, 
is the general figure in this appropriation bill, is made available, that 
does not cover the whole of the $581 million which is authorized in the 
other bill. Now, putting the figures together, in additién to the 
$530 million which you are requesting, what is your unexpended bal- 
ance which may be added to that amount for the program? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, may I draw a distinction between 
unexpended and unobligated? As I have testified earlier we expect 
to have an unobligated balance as of the 1st of July of $122 million. 

Mr. OstertaG. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. We are asking for funding this year in actual 
cash, in the amount of $530 million. 

Mr. Ostertac. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. Therefore, at the beginning of the fiscal year, 
assuming we get the $530 million, we would have unobligated as of 
the first of this forthcoming fiscal year, or on July 1, 1955, the sum 
of $652 million. 

Mr. AnprREws. Yes, on July 1. 

Mr. OsrertaAG. In other words, you are going to have, as of the 
new fiscal year if the Congress appropriates the amount requested, 
approximately $652 million? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Osrrertaa. To be applied against an authorization as of that 
point of how many millions or billions? 

Admiral Perry. Against $732 million. 

Mr. Osrertac. As of the first of the new year that would be the 
amount of authorization against appropriations of $652 million? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, ves, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. Consequently, if this appropriation is granted there 
will be approximately $80 million authorized for which moneys have 
not yet been made available. Does that complete the picture in 
figures? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir, not quite. 

Mr. OstrertaG. Admiral will you tell us the amount involved in 
the difference? 

Admiral Perry. There is a difference of $122 million that we have 
in there, Mr. Ostertag, which will be used to finance prior authoriza- 
tions. 

Mr. OstertaG. Well, you have the $122 million that you are 
carrying over as authorization money. 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; that is appropriations. 

Mr. OstrertaG. All right, we add that to the $530 million, and that 
gives us $652 million, that is money? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertac. And you say that as of the Ist of July, you will 
have $731 million in authorization? 

Admiral Perry. That is also correct. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Now, applying the $652 million against the author- 
ization of $731 million, just what do you have? 

Mr. Foater. That is correct, Mr. Ostertag. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, you are right, Mr. Ostertag, except that the 
$122 million has already been charged against prior authorizations. 
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The new appropriation, therefore, is the only additional money that 
may be applied against any unfunded authorization. 

Mr. OstertaG. Are any of the funds requested in this program to 
be obligated for during the fiscal year 1956, based on planning that has 
alreadv been.made, and for which moneys have been appropriated, or 
does this include moneys which are going to be used for advance 
planning and final planning and specifications, and any other pre- 
liminary steps necessary? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

For instance, for the $122 million which is unobligated, detailed 
plans and specifications are well underway for a large proportion of 
that. 

You will note in my statement I said that of the $122 million we 
had only $65 million of hard construction money. The plaus and 
specifications for them are generally all underway. Also, we have 
used advance planning money to put under design contract much of 
this work which is coming out jn the present appropriation bill. 

We have underway at the present time—and we have just gotten 
them underway within the past 3 weeks—the detailed plans and 
specifications for approximately $150 million worth of work included 
in H. R. 6829. 


METHOD OF ARRIVING AT BUDGET ESTIMATES 


Mr. Ostertac. How did you arrive at the figure, or the cost 
factors, involved in this appropriation bill? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, we do not develop and draw the 
detailed plans and specifications. Nevertheless, we have advance 
planning in the field where we hire architects and engineers to make 
a thorough engineering investigation of the project, and then to make 
a sound engineering estimate of what the job is going to cost. Those 
are the figures in this present bill, the figures that you see there. 
These are certain exceptions. 


REASON FOR RESCISSIONS RECOMMENDED 


Mr. Osrerrac. In your statement you pointed out that all of this 
planning and all of these requirements are based on very careful 
surveying and minute checking against your requirements and needs, 
yet we are now being told, and properly so, that there is $151 million 
in the process of rescission. 

How does it happen that you are involved in a rescission of $151 
million if you follow the policy and practice of the careful surveying 
that you. point. out. is part of this program? Is it a new policy that 
accounts for the difference? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, I think it would be better for Admiral 
Clark to answer that question, sir. 

Admiral CLark. The rescissions are made for authority which we 
no longer need. For instance, suppose we had a certain base that we 
Were going to get in the Mediterranean, and we got authority to 
build it, but we were never able to get those base rights which were 
necessary to build it. In the meantime we decided that we would 
have to go to another base, and we got new authority, and we rescinded 
the authority for that other previous base. 
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The minute it-becomes the decision that we cannot go through with 


it we immediately ask Congress to rescind that authority. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Then the record, in reference to the rescission of 
$151,400,000 did not intend to leave the impression that this was 
oversubscribed, but rather it is the result of inadequate planning 
estimates brought about because the program was shifted, through 
no fault of the Navy, but by way of circumstances which were beyond 
your control, is that correct? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is generally correct. It has nothing to do 
with the engineering plan. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Well, I want to know. 

Admiral CLark. Occasionally we do have more authority than 
needed, where we are able to do it cheaper than anticipated, and we 
will rescind any little amounts that are left from that. 


EFFECT OF PUBLIC KNOWLEDGE OF ESTIMATES UPON CONTRACT BIDs 


Mr. OstrrertaG. Previously reference was made to not only the 
planning, but methods as to how the estimates are arrived at and 
10w the contracts are made and the bidding. Is it not possible, 
Admiral, for anyone outside of the Navy or the Government in official 
circles to have any access to the figures which might indicate what 
your estimate of cost might be of a given project or a given part of a 
contract, for which you have asked and have received funds? In 
other words, if I were a contractor and knew how much money you 
had I could very well bid properly in my own interest, could I not? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, this bill is public knowledge. You 
cannot keep the contractors from knowing what we have estimated on 
a job. 

Mr. Ostsrtac. For the overall broad amount? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. The last item here is for several build- 
ings, allinclusive. No, they would not have ready access to individual 
detailed estimates. 

Mr. Ostertac. How would he arrive at those figures? 

Admiral Perry. The contractor knows to whom we have given 
the architectural engineer contracts. He has drawn up the figures 
he expects to bid, and if he goes to the architect-engineer with a 
particular project and says, ‘‘What did you estimate this job for?” 
the architect-engineer will tell him. All of them know exactly. 

Mr. Ostertaac. Is not this a costly procedure for the Government? 

Admiral Perry. No, I do not gfeel that it is, Mr. Ostertag. A 
reputable contractor is going to put in his estimate or bid based on 
what it is going to cost him to do the work, regardless of what we 
might have said in this program or any other program. 

Mr. SHepparp. Would you yield there, Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostertac. Yes, Mr. Sheppard. 

Mr. SHepparpD. This has occurred on many occasions, has it not, 
Admiral, where certain geographical conditions enter into a project 
that will either decrease or increase the estimates through publicity’ 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, that would have been true possibly 
3 or 4 years ago. 

Mr. SHepparp. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. By employing local architects and engineers, 
as we are now doing, to furnish advance planning and budget esti- 


4 
F 


AOR TEE SRILA i ig Nair. 





Fe te ey Ae a 


| 
. 


anti mn = 


(as Oe ees Se Tl a eal 


zona 


SD a Sra 


dl 


mates, we are getting good onsite cost estimates reflecting local con- 
ditions regarding labor, material and other factors. 

Mr. OstertTaG. My inquiry was directed to the fact that the con- 
tractor knows by virtue of the record and architectural and other 
planning factors are concerned that a given sum has been made avail- 
able for a given project. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertTaG. Suppose your people in planning and estimating 
the project put the figure high for the reason that while it is common 
practice for all Government agencies to ask for more than is actually 
required they do for the reason that a bird in the hand is worth more 
than two in the bush, so rather than come back for more later they 
have estimated high. Let us say that competition is not too keen at 
the time, and, therefore, the contractor by virtue of the moneys 
which are made available on your estimate gets a pretty good deal. 
How can that be safeguarded against? What is the problem if any 
in connection with these contracts? 

Admiral Perry. The thing is I think that the condition of which 
you are speaking could only come about if there were collusion among 
the individual contractors. 

Mr. OstertTAG. I am not referring to collusion in any way. I am 
merely talking about the moneys available, and the general practice 
of where the contractor knows how much money is available. If 
there is not too much competition, a contractor can bid within that 
amount and get a pretty good deal assuming your estimates have 
been high in the first place. 

Admiral Perry. Remember, he must be the low bidder in every 
instance. 

Mr. OstertaG. Yes; I understand that. 

Admiral Perry. Conceivably what you say might happen. I do 
not think it does happen, but conceivably it could happen. It 
certainly does not happen today. The construction business today is 
the most cutthroat business that I have ever seen. As a matter of 
fact, you will find $50,000 jobs where we will receive 15 to 20 bids. 

Mr. OstprtaG. Collusion among bidders is a possibility. 

Admiral Perry. That is what I am talking about, Mr. Ostertag. 
If they knew that there were only three bidders presenting bids on a 
job they could get together and fix the bids. 

Mr. OstertaG. Admiral, the point I am trying to make is more or 
less the possibility that the Government is a victim of a system of 
public information and perhaps by virtue of certain circumstances 
which you cannot control, it lends itself to high bidding rather than 
low bidding. 

Admiral Perry. May I say at this point, Mr. Ostertag that the 
estimates which we have put in here, have been based on what we 
considered sound engineering judgment. There is no attempt what- 
soever to pad any of the figures that are presented, I can assure you. 

Mr. Osrertag. Perhaps not in this instance, but the record and 
history shows that it has been done. 

Mr. Foegier. Mr. Chairman, could I make a comment on that? 

Mr. Suepparp. Yes. I think the statement really merits comment. 

Mr. Foauer. Yes, sir. 
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To provide additional safeguards, something over 40 percent of 
these projects, Congressman, have been reviewed by a group of 
experienced men who have in total 175 years of experience in construc- 
tion, architecture, engineering, and business management. 

It is our intent that all of the projects in the program will be so 
reviewed. 

Now, if I may go off the record, I would like to. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record for the balance of the gentleman’s 
statement. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparD. Is the gentleman finished? 

Mr. Osrertac. Yes. 


UNOBLIGATED BALANCES—-END OF 1956 


Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, you indicated that you would have 
perhaps $100 million in plans and specifications at the end of the fiscal 
year 1956, out of the $160 million so-called construction dollars 
estimated unobligated at that date. What would the status be gen- 
erally of the remaining $60 million relative to the detailed plans and 
specifications? 

Admiral Perry. I think of the remaining amount, sir, we would 
have moneys tied up in projects where we have not acquired title to 
the land because of various reasons. You might have projects with 
changing conditions where they alter the criteria. Admiral Clark 
mentioned possible base rights problems. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Entering into the situation? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; entering into the situation. 


PROJECTS NOT REQUESTED BY NAVY FOR 1956 


Mr. SHEPPARD. How many projects did the House Armed Services 
Committee put into H. R. 6829 that were not requested by the 
Navy? 

I would like to have you name the projects with their geographical 
location. If it is off the record give it to us anyway, and the amount 
of money involved. 

Admiral Ciarkx. Annapolis, Md., fill-in of Dewey and Santee Basins 
on the Severn River. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Just give the total amounts involved and the loca- 
tions of each. 

Admiral CLark. $3,785,000 for the fill. 

Mr. SHeppARD. What is the next one? 

Admiral CLark. Annapolis, extension of Bancroft Hall, $7,500,000. 

Naval air facility, Annapolis, $16,900,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Just a moment. That first one was one project, 
or was that the total amount of money which you gave for a series 
of projects? 

Admiral CLarx. They were three projects. 

Mr. Suepparp. Three projects? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Now, name the next project if you have completed 
Annapolis. 

Admiral CLark. Quantico, Va., Marine Corps medical facility, 
$432,000. 
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Mr. Suepparp. Is that all? 

Admiral CLark. That is all there are. 

Mr. SHeprarp. And the total, in money, is how much, covering all 
of the projects you have enumerated which were put in by the com- 
mittee and not presented by the Navy? 

Admiral CLarK. $28,617,000. 

Mr. SHepparD. Now, is that $28,617,000 reflected in the appro- 
priation requests which are presently before the committee? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the time that the committee put them in the 
bill and up to the time that the mathematics were passed on for 
presentation to the committee, how much time did you have for 
engineering those details? 

Admiral Ciarx. None. These were estimates. You remember 
that Admiral Perry said there were certain exceptions where there 
had not been advance planning. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I remember what he said. Now I am trying to 
pin some of them down. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. That is some of them right there, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Admiral, as Assistant Comptroller for the Navy, 
do you feel in any better status to justify the requirements of the 
Navy now than at the time you made the presentation for the re- 
quirements under the authorization bill? What has changed in 
your requirements system other than the fact that these requirements 
are in the bill by the committee wherein you might include them more 
now than at that time? 

Admiral Smiru. The amount of the appropriation request has not 
changed. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has not changed? 

Admiral Smiru. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, you do not need those projects 
any more now than you did at the time you appeared before the 
legislative committee to make your presentation and that never 
revealed the requirement? 

Admiral Smita. Not to my knowledge, although it has been indi- 
cated that these projects were considered for 1957. 

Mr. SHepparD. Considered by whom? 

Admiral Smita. By Admiral Clark, who said they were considered 
for 1957. 

Mr. SHepparp. They were considered within the Navy? 

Admiral Smitu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. By somebody in the Navy where they were not 
presented for consideration and for authorization purposes; that is 
correct; is it not? 

Admiral Smitru. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


PROJECTS DELETED FROM H. R. 6829 


Mr. SHepparp. Now, what items did you request from the House 
Armed Services Committee that were deleted by that committee? 
Admiral Crark. The Armed Services Committee deleted, or, 
rather, the report of the Armed Services Committee deleted the Port 
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Chicago land acquisition, $1,688,000; the Dahlgren, Va., land acqui- 
sition, $200,000; and Camp Pendleton, Calif., a whole list of projects, 
totaling $6,098,000. Now, out of that $6 million the biggest sum of 
all was for housing. They transferred it from Camp Pendleton to 5 
other stations, because of the water litigation, and Mr, Vinson said 
because of that he would not approve the use of Camp Pendleton 
and we would have to transfer $4,453,600 to 5 other locations where 
we had a requirement for family housing this year, 

Now, the Navy itself withdrew five projects during the course of the 
hearings. 

At Keyport, Wash., we withdrew a request for a passivating facility, 
$196,000 because it was so urgent that we had to do it under other 
authority. It is under “Facilities, Navy’’. 

At Indian Head, Md. we have a surveillance magazine, $123,000. 
Also, we are going to do that under “Facilities, Navy’’. 

The next is Squantum, Mass., radio facility, $50,000. We are 
eliminating that because we are going to reroute our communication 
facilities, so we will not have to use Squantum. 

Also the Elk Hills pipeline for $8 million. The latest study by the 
Secretary of Defense showed that we will now have sufficient refining 
capacity so that we will not have a pipe from one place to another out 
there, which the Secretary of Defense originally told us we should 
request. 

In the trust territories of the Pacific we had $1,772,000 of authoriza- 
tion which we are obligating and do not need new authority, so that 
our total deletions that we requested were $10,141,000. I will have 
to add these up if you wish to get it for the record. 

Mr. SHepparp. I would like to have the total explanation on the 
record, please. 

Admiral CLark. $3,534,000 was not approved by the House Armed 
Services Committee; $10,141 was withdrawn by the Navy. 

Mr. Suepparp. Now, with regard to the justification of projects 
that was made within the committee, how much would you be injured 

































in the pursuing of your present plan, militarily speaking, if this com- 

mittee were to eliminate those projects, insofar as appropriation — 

requirements are concerned? j 
Admiral CLarKx. We would be very badly affected if we did not — 






get the land acquisition at Dahlgren, Va. We have retained that 
justification sheet in our books, sir, and we will explain it with the 
the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance here, and explain just what that 
means for us, or I can do it for him now. 

We have a rocket facility there where we are going to test 2.75 
inch and 5-inch rockets, not only for the Navy, but for the Air Force. 
The adjacent land which we need is for safety distances. In fact, 
at the present moment the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance I do not 
think dares to do all of the testing that he should do as long as that 
piece of land is in the hands of this man who owns it. . 

Mr. SHepparpD. In other words, what you are telling me now }s 
that you think that that extracurricular matter put in by the com- 
mittee was essential? 

Admiral CLarKk. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. But it was not essential at the time that you made 
your presentation to that committee upon the same premise that 
prevails today? What I am trying to do here is to establish in my 










a 














RENT R TE rhe bin Fes 






35 


questioning specifically not the transfers that they made in their 
authority, but the fact that the committee put in the projects that 
you have enumerated to the extent of so many dollars as you have 
outlined them? 

Admiral CLuark. You are talking about the projects the committee 
added? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes; my whole question is addressed to that. 

Admiral Cuark. It was our intention to put all of these projects 
in next year, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

Admiral CLarKx. Most of them were added as a result of the visit 
by the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy, on which members of 
Congress were represented, as you know, sir, and they felt that now 
we should not further delay and on their firsthand look they felt 
that we were perhaps proceeding too deliberately. 

One of the differences between what you see there on the chart is 
the solid red and the yellow. They are not necessarily things which 
have been thrown out. They have very often been delayed, and it is 
a matter of relative urgency in timing. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the present legal status of the controversy 
on the water case in California, as it affects Camp Pendleton? 

Admiral Ctarkx. Admiral Nunn perhaps is the best qualified 
person to answer that, and the second best qualified person to answer 
will be General Allen who will be before you in a few minutes to 
justify the Marine Corps program. Captain McKinney has some 
knowledge of that also. Would you prefer to wait until General 
Allen comes on? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I do not care what source I get my information 
from, just so I get it. 

Admiral CLarkx. With your permission we will bring that up when 
General Allen comes on. 

Mr. SHepparpD. All right, gentlemen, this Committee will stand 
adjourned until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 


SHIPYARD FacrLities, CONTINENTAL 


Mr. SHepparpb. We will pick up the item reflected under ‘‘Ship- 
yard facilities, continental,’ in which you have a total request of 
$51,718,900. 

Admiral CLark. Before we go to the line items, did you wish me 
to make any explanation as to what these figures mean? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I would like to have you make such statement as 
may be pertinent to shipyard facilities in the continental United 
States, at this time, and we will pick up the detail at the completion 
of your statement. 


GENERAL STATEMENT OF CHIEF OF BUREAU OF SHIPS 


Admiral CLarx. Mr. Chairman, I have a general statement form 
the Chief of the Bureau of Ships, which I would like to submit for 
the record at this point, or read it, as you wish. 

(Statement is as follows:) 
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STATEMENT OF Rear Apm. A. G. Mumma, Curer, Bureau oF Suaipes Wirt: 
, ,’ 1 
Recarp To FiscaLt YEAR 1956 Crass I Puspiic Works PRoJEcTS 


1956 PUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM 


The Bureau of Ships public works program for fiscal year 1956 has these 
objectives: 

First, to provide urgently required facilities for the prosecution of research in 
the field of mine countermeasures (searching out characteristics that may be 
used in defeating all types of mines); and better designs for antisubmarine surface 
vessels and aircraft carriers, with better controls, maneuverability, and seakeeping 
qualities at higher speeds under various sea states, and for submarines to provide 
them with these same advantages when submerged or on the surface. It also 
provides urgently required administrative office space for the expanded mine 
J countermeasures research program and for a building to house a computer in 
order to solve major research and design problems in minesweeping, electronics 
(including the fields of radio, radar, and sonar), hydrodynamics and nuclear 
propulsion. 

Second, to replace certain piers and quaywalls at key shipyards which were 
originally constructed of untreated timber and/or located on fresh fill. These 
piers and quaywalls are in a dilapidated and hazardous condition and are required 
for current work, for berthing of the reserve fleet, and in advance of mobilization: 
for, should M-day occur prior to replacement, there would be no time then to 
replace them and the mobilization effort would be unacceptably delayed. Ship- 
yards affected are Boston, Norfolk, San Francisco, and Mare Island. 

Third, to provide urgently needed modernized operational facilities, such as 
blast cleaning, electric power, process steam, drydock dewatering pumps, and 
the relocation of the minecraft base from its present location on the Ashley 
River at Charleston, S. C., to another Government-owned site nearer the 
Charleston Naval Shipyard offering better operational opportunities and consid- 
erable operational savings. These facilities are military requirements and, in 
many instances, amortize themselves in less than 10 years. The self-liquidating 
projects are those to improve the powerplant at Boston, the blast cleaning and 
surface treatment facility at Mare Island, and the steam test plant at the San 
Francisco Naval Shipyard. 

Fourth, to obtain through purchase certain parcels of land necessary to protect 
the Government’s investment in a national industrial reserve shipyard, to provide 
sites for research facilities, and to acquire tidelands now being filled which are 
required for the orderly development of the San Francisco naval shipyard and to 
protect the Government from vastly increased expenditures for these tidelands if 
acquired even | or 2 years hence. Sites for research projects will provide facilities 
for the development of the minesweeping program, tracking and observational 
facilities for test and evaluation of mine countermeasures equipment under 
development, and for radio and radar communications wave propagation studies. 

Fifth, to provide training, recreation and messing facilities and Navy exchange 
privileges to officers and men in isolated locations in order to increase efficiency 
and morale. 

Sixth, to provide housing for 1 officer and 4 enlisted men who must remain 
on an island location to provide surveillance over valuable Government property, 
and to provide housing for 25 key enlisted men at the naval shipyard, Philadelphia. 
(Public Law 765, 83d Cong. authorized the 25 units at the naval shipyard, Phila- 
delphia). 

Seventh, to provide facilities for sound search stations, a classified project. 

To meet these objectives, $51,775,900 are requested in new appropriations. 
Included are 30 items at 7 naval shipyards, 4 laboratories, 1 naval station, 1 naval 
industrial reserve shipyard, the minecraft base Charleston, fleet activities, Sasebo, 
and the sound search project at various locations. 

Detailed justifications have been submitted for each project. In addition, 
we have a number of photographs, maps and charts which may give a better 
appreciation of the projects themselves, the things we are trying to accomplish, 
or the conditions we are trying to correct. 



























































FORMAT OF THE 





JUSTIFICATIONS 


Mr. Suepparp. I would like to have you make your explanation of 
the justification and any statement you may have dealing with 
shipyard facilities in the continental United States, please. 
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Admiral Ciarx. You have before you three Navy public works 
justification books. The first one covers nonclassified projects. 
The first two pages of volume 1 are summaries of the authorization 
and appropriation requests. The books are arranged by classes of 

rojects. The name of the class is printed on the tabs protruding 
bevel the book cover. These are “Shipyard facilities, class 1,” 
“Fleet base facilities, class 2’, and so on through the 11 classes 
represented in this program.- Volume 1 contains justifications of 
continental projects for the first three classes; volume 2 covers con- 
tinental projects for the remaining 8 classes, and volume 3 covers 
overseas projects. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That, however, comes under the title of classified 
information, does it not? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Immediately following the light yellow tab page are the index 
and justifications for continental stations. The blue tab page is 
followed by the index and justifications for overseas stations. For 
convenience of the members of the committee, the location of each 
station for which projects are included in the program is printed on 
the tab of the cover sheet for the justifications. Within each class 
the justification sheets are arranged alphabetically by location. 
The family housing items appear in the book in alphabetical sequence 
by location. In the book of justifications that was made up sep- 
arately, because the Secretary of Defense at one time expected to 
have a separate bill, and then we sliced it in at each station where 
there is housing, and the last item under that tab is housing. At 
stations where there are also regular public works items, justification 
for the housing follows immediately after the public works justifica- 
tions. 

The justification sheets are presented in a format designed to afford 
ready answers to questions that normally arise when various stations 
are under discussion and to give details of the projects requested for 
the stations. For example, the Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N. H., 
is divided into five parts as shown by the roman numerals. Line I 
shows the name and location of the activity; line II shows the mission; 
line III shows the date it was established, the area in acres, whether 
owned or leased; the personnel strength, officer, enlisted and civilian, 
and the present strength is what was on board when this book was 
written. The planned strength is for the end of fiscal year 1957. 
That is our advance planning, and you can see from that whether we 
are increasing the personnel on board, or decreasing it. 

Line IV shows the plant value of land and structures as of January 
1, 1954. That is not replacement value; that is cost value. 

The second item is funded construction not in the plant account. 
That includes public works projects completed but not yet added to 
the plant account; public works under contract but not complete, 
and public works funded but not yet under contract. Everything 
that has been taken up on the plant account at that station is item 2. 

Item 3 is the existing unfunded authorization for that station. 

Item 4 is what we propose to ask authorization for, or have asked 
authorization for, in 1956. 

Item 5 is appropriations that are requested, and item 6 is our 
estimated future appropriations required. I think the representative 
of each bureau, in case you are interested in what that amount 
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consists of, can tell you some of the larger projects they have planned 
for the station in any case. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Have vou completed your statement pertaining to 
the constitution of the items? 

Admiral CLark. I would like to invite the attention of the com- 
mittee to one more thing, that these books as they are now presented 
omit certain projects which may appear after the House and Senate 
have acted and we have an authorization bill—indeed, they were 
requested of the Appropriations Committee; they did not appear in 
the House report, but we do not have yet any Senate action, nor 
have we actually any House action; so, if I may, I will simply read 
or submit for the record what the projects were which we requested, 
which do not appear in the House report. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Suppose you insert it in the record at this point. 

Admiral Cuark. All right. That includes the Marine Corps base 
at Camp Pendleton, Calif.; the Naval Proving Grounds at Dahlgren, 
Va., and the Naval Magazine at Port Chicago, Calif. 

I can submit the justifications for those projects in case you would 
like to look them over. 

(The matter referred to was submitted to the committee. ) 


Navat SurpyarD, Boston, Mass. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the first item ‘‘ Naval Shipyard, 
Boston, Mass.,’’ where you are requesting a total of $8,441,000. 
Present the justification for that requirement, please. 

Admiral Ciark. The shipyard at Boston maintains and overhauls 
ships in the fleet of all types and categories. It also maintains and 
berths ships in the reserve fleet. This year they have a firm commit- 
ment to overhaul 50 combatant ships and to outfit 10 new vessels. 

Mr. SHepparpD. I see you have established a new title under 
‘‘Naval Shipyard, Boston’ and I note at this installation the plant 
value is $80,111,657; funded construction not in the plant value, 
$6,361,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 
authorization, $8,441,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$8,441,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$55,696,000. 

Now I would like to ask you for an explanation of the $55,696,000 
in the estimated future appropriation request in its relation to those 
already presented to the committee for its consideration. 

Admiral CLark. Admiral Cronin of the Bureau of Ships, I believe, 
has the list of the items that go to make up that $55 million. 

Admiral Cronin. I have a list of those projects which I will be 
glad to submit, or to read the items, as you wish. 

We have reconstruction of drydock at South Boston, $18 million, 
which is in next year’s program; replace wooden piers continuation of 
present project in future fiscal years, $12 million. We have two items 
on that, as a matter of fact, each of $12 million. Then we have 
improvement of west jetty, South Boston Annex, $9 million; new 
construction of an engineering building, $4 million; improvement of 
woodworking shop, $1 million; deepen drydock No. 5, which js 4 
construction dock, $1,200,000. Those are typical items. The other 
items are smaller than those. The sum total is about $56 million. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. I presume insofar as the delineation at the bottom 
of the page I have before me under item 1, where I find the following— 
Demolish old pier; new piers; quay apron; dredging; electrical and mechanical 
services; on-shore crane and railroad trackage— 
and so forth, that those have all been evaluated upon the premise of 
necessity and as to dollar value. Is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. As regards necessity, yes, sir. The advance plan- 
ning of that particular item was done by Weldon, Harding & Bu- 
chanan, of Boston, Mass., who are outstanding engineers, within the 
last year at a cost of $18,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice you have some pictures displayed on the 
asel. What do those pictures indicate? 

Admiral CLtark. That shows the borers have eaten away the under- 
pinning and the pilings. 

Mr. SHepparpD. From the considerable deterioration reflected in the 
pictures you have just exhibited, do you consider that those particular 
parts of the yard depicted there have reached a point where they are 
unsafe for operational purposes? 

Admiral CLarkK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AnpreEws. Do you plan to replace with wooden piers? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; we do not. We plan to replace with steel 
and reenforced concrete. 

Mr. ANDREws. How old are those piers? 

Admiral Cronin. Those two piers were built in 1905. 

Admiral CLark. The most recent piers, Nos. 2, 3, and 4 were built 
in 1905; No. 8 was built in 1835; No. 9 was built in 1835. 

Mr. ANprews. Are they wooden piers? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. They have been repaired, patched up, 
the piling has been renewed, but marine borer action has been in- 
creasing. 

Admiral Perry. As a matter of fact, the marine borers did not show 
up in New England waters until in the thirties. Presumably there 
had never been any infestation in those waters until 20 years ago. 

Mr. SHepparD. I notice here under subitem F you have ‘Onshore 
crane and railroad trackage.” Is that a combination trackage for 
the crane, plus the actual switching trackage involved there? 

Admiral Cronin. That is correct; that is the whole trackage job. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What has happened to the previous trackage you 
have had there? Has that disintegrated by usage? 

Admiral Cronin. The rails we have on the piers now are for rail- 
road car type cranes. This is to tie the new piers in with the crane 
system with wide tracks, which can be accommodated by the new 
and wider trackage. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are you going to use new steel? 

Admiral Crontn. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. Suepparp. What is the size of steel there presently? I presume 
it was rather light at the time those tracks were originally constructed. 

Admiral Cronin. The loading of the piers now is approximately 
400 pounds per square foot. We intend to go up to 1,2C€0 pounds per 
square foot and, to take care by the cranes out there of 2 ships abreast. 
There will be a longer reach for the cranes, and also 50-ton crane 
trackage in place of the present 10-ton railroad type. 
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Mr. Suepparp. In the parlance of the railroad, what type stee| 
will that be—60-pound steel; 70-pound steel; 100, or what? You have 
given it to me on a footage basis. I want it delineated on a basis for 
my understanding. 

Admiral Cronin. May I ask Admiral Perry to answer that? 

Admiral Perry. I do not have the exact weight per running foot. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is marine steel? 

Admiral Perry. It would be new steel. I rather imagine it would 
be 130 pounds. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. Anprews. How will that new crane compare with the big ones 
you have at San Francisco and Brooklyn Navy Yards? 

Admiral Cronin. This will compare favorably with the largest 
portal cranes we have, but won’t compare with the big bridge cranes 
and the larger battleship turret cranes. It won’t be anything like 
that. This will be a crane we can move along the tracks. 

Mr. Anprews. What is the name of the crane at San Francisco? 

Admiral Perry. The hammerhead? 

Admiral Cronin. It is a movable crane. 

Admiral Perry. It is a bridge crane. 

Captain Sprincer. It is a bridge crane. 

Mr. Suepparp. The next budget item 2 is ‘‘Improve power steam 
plant’’ and so forth. You are asking for a total of $1,650,000. Can 
you provide us with the explanation for this requirement as briefly 
as you can? 

Admiral Ciarx. This is the replacement of two old boilers in the 
new steam powerplant. This project also is a second increment of 
a replacement and rehabilitation job. In this case, Congress author- 
ized the first increment in 1952 and to complete the work we must 
replace 2 old boilers now there, 32 years old, with 1 large new one, 
together with the necessary equipment, piping, alterations, and so 
forth. 

Mr. SHeppArD. In the text on that item I find for boiler foundation 
and building alteration you are asking $428,000. What is the reason 
for that figure? 

Admiral Perry. The building and foundations for the old boilers 
are not satisfactory to take the new one we are going to put in there. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, the existing foundations do not 
meet the requirement in weight? 

Admiral Parry. That is right. And $428,000 includes money for 
the removal of the old boilers. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice in the justifications you say: 

The item will result in an annual saving of $199,400, sufficient to amortize 
the cost in 8.3 years. The estimated total net savings over the anticipated 30- 
year life are $4,332,000. 

How do you arrive at the anticipated savings; what is the formula 
procedure, please? 

Captain SprinGER [exhibiting chart]. This chart shows the project 
cost of $1,650,000; it shows an anticipated annual saving of $199,400, 
and the project will amortize itself in about 8.3 years. Considering 
that the facility will have an estimated life of about 30 years, deducting 
the cost of the project, we get an anticipated total net saving over 
the estimated useful life of $4,332,000. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Of course that saving is generated upon the premise 
of utilization and duration as against the existing facility in its 
present depleted condition? 

Captain SprinGer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. You do not take into account any hypothetical 
value of the turning over of the crane if you do not go ahead with 
this work, which is all problematical but could happen, but is not 
considered as part of the amortization figure you have referred to. 
Is that correct? 

Admiral Cronin. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice an item described as ‘Rebuild 125-ton- 
capacity ash silo.”” What are you doing in the silo operation at that 
lace? 

Admiral Perry. That is for ash removal. Ashes are dumped into 
the silo, or are forced in there under pressure, and then trucks come 
along under the silo and pick up the ashes at the silo’s base. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What disposition is being made at this base with the 
residue of ashes you have referred to? In other words, is that ash 
sold to anybody other than for the purpose of just eliminating it, or 
do you just get it out of circulation? 

Admiral Cronin. I believe it is used for fill. I am not sure whether 
it is transferred just for the purpose of getting rid of it. Iam not sure 
whether it is actually sold at the present time. 

Mr. SHepparRD. What are you contemplating doing under the new 
fuel oil system and the improvements you propose to make to the 
extent of $204,000? 

Admiral CLtark. New boilers will be erected so that they can be 
used with either fuel or oil. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is your fuel capacity underground in that area? 

Admiral Cronin. It is underground. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, you use a pump system instead of 
gravity? 

Admiral Cron. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Perry. This item has been advanced planned within the 
past 9 months by Charles T. Main, at Boston, Mass., at a cost of 
$2,500. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions pertaining to the item just 
referred to? 

Mr. AnpreEws. I have no questions. 


Nava SHIPYARD, BREMERTON, WasnH. 


Mr. SHepparp. The next item is “Naval shipyard, Puget Sound, 
on Sinclair Inlet, Bremerton, Wash.,’’ where you are asking for 
$200,000. 

Admiral CLark. This project proposes the construction of a notch 
at the head of the drydock No. 5, to provide sufficient lengthwise 
clearance and work area to accomplish overhaul of the new carriers. 
A movable bridge will also be required so that cranes may be moved 
around the tracks nearest the head of the drydock when being used 
for smaller class ships, so as to reach the forward part of the deck. 
We request authorization for this project in the amount of $200,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has that project appeared before this committee 
on a previous occasion? 
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Admiral Ciarx. Not to the best of my knowledge. 

Admiral Cronin. I think not. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Perhaps I have it confused. The other instance 
was trackage to accommodate certain ships going into the yard. 

Admiral Ciarx. That is a trackage extension. This is actually 
cutting a notch to permit the Forrestal class carrier to go in and 
have a working area at the forward part and at the after part of 
the ship. 

Mr. SuHepparp. When you have completed this development, will 
that be the only yard on the west coast capable of handling that 
tonnage ship? 

Admiral Cuark. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What other yards will have the same capability? 

Admiral Ciark. The San Francisco yard and the Long Beach 
shipyard. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, we do have a diversification? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. The plant value at this installation is $87,303,994; 
funded construction not in the plant value, $1,997,000; existing un- 
funded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, 
$200,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $200,000; and the esti- 
mated future appropriation required, $49,625,000. 

Would you please address yourself to the future appropriation 
required for this item? Pick out about 3 or 4 of the larger projects. 

Admiral Cronin. The building for electronics, electrical and 
ordnance shop, is $13,178,000; engineering building, including neces- 
sary land acquisition, is $8,500,000; continuation of development of 
heavy storage area is $1,500,000; fire protection for drydocks is a little 
over $1 million. Those are the main items. 

We have a project for 1957 also of $28,600,000 for a new drvdock. 

Mr. Sueprarp. What is the urgency of this particular project? 

Admiral Cxiark. The original purpose is to have a capability of 
overhauling the largest class carriers in the Pacific Northwest. It 
is one of the few deepwater yards and part of their regular workload 
is to overhaul carriers. And now with the new Forrestals coming 
out, we should have this notch so that we can get them in. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the time element involved in completing 
the construction of the project? I am speaking of that as of the 
moment and not that extended into the future. 

Admiral Perry. We estimate we will be able to make the architect- 
engineering award on August 20 of this year and the plans and speci- 
fications will be completed in 90 days; that we would make the con- 
struction award the Ist of January 1956, and time for completion 
of construction would be 270 days, or 9 months. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Has this appropriation request been engineered 
with the same attention as the one previously referred to? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. This project was advanced planned by 
Smith & Murray, of Tacoma, Wash., within the past 6 months at a 
cost of $2,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions pertaining to this item? 

Mr. Anprews. Admiral, could you service in the drydock at 
Bremerton the Forrestal class carrier at the present time without 
this additional work? 
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Admiral CLtark. We could get her in, but we could not work on the 
bow or stern very efficiently. We have not the space. 

Mr. ANDREws. Are you planning this same type of work at any of 
the other yards? 

Admiral Cronin. No, sir; this is the only one. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. OsterTAG. I have no questions. 


Davin W. Taytor Mopet Bastin, Carperock, Mp. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item, ‘David W. Taylor Model 
Basin, Carderock, Md.”’ wherein you are asking for $14,302,000. 
Please present your explanation for that requirement. 

Admiral CLark. This requirement is broken down into three items. 
The first is for a rotating arm maneuvering basin for $12,020,000. 
The advent of the new high-speed submarine has developed a require- 
ment for facilities at the David W. Taylor Model Basin, to provide 
information for use in designing submarines and antisubmarine 
surface ships. The use of larger and faster carrier-based aircraft 
also requires very accurate predictions of the motions of the carrier 
ina seaway. It is proposed to solve these problems by experiments 
for which we have two kinds of facilities needed. The first is a rotat- 
ing arm and maneuvering basin in which measurements can be made 
of the hydrodynamic forces involved and, second, a maneuvering 
basin in which we can measure the trajectory which results in the 
application of rudders and other control devices at various speeds. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. This installation shows a plant value of $15,792,630; 
funded construction not in the plant value, $2,406,000; existing un- 
funded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, 
$14,302,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $14,302,000; and the 
estimated future appropriation required, $4,745,000. 

May we have a brief explanation as to the anticipated or future 
appropriation requests, if you please? 

Admiral Cronin. For future years we plan a metalworking shop 
and rehabilitation of space, $2,120, 000; we have a new supply building 
planned, at $600,000; technical service building, $315,000; cafeteria 
building, $270,000, and wax and plastic model shop, $295,000. Those 
are the largest items. 

Mr. SHepparD. Those items you are projecting into the future will 
not slow down the activities presently in your appropriation request 
by not having them now; is that correct? 

Admiral Cronin. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. And they will fall into the category of requirements 
in due time? 

Admiral Cronin. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. This particular plant—I have had the pleasure of 
being out there on a couple of occasions—is being utilized for the 
purpose of proving certain factors involved in ship construction, 
and so forth? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. And it is particularly for the 
new submarines that we need this additional facility. 

ag SHEPPARD. I notice you have delineated that on the chart 
over here. 
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Admiral Ciarx. The high-speed submarines require more accurate 
ae of directional stability and control. As you can see from 
the red figure, as the speed goes up, if you do not have very accurate 
knowledge, the man will give a down rudder when you only have a 
few hundred feet in which it is safe, and they are liable to go down 
to a point where the hull will not stand the water pressure and will 
crush. Conversely, if making an attack at high speed and he gives 
a little too much up rudder, it will come out of the water and be 
"exposed to the enemy. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, what you are doing is to develop 
an operational technique which will later be accentuated by the 
shakedown practice? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. You will still preserve and still go through the 
shakedown for practical determination; is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Admiral Perry. This item has been advanced planned within the 
past 9 months by Sverdrup & Parcel, St. Louis, Mo., at a cost of 
$62,395. 

Mr. SHepparp. The second item has to do with “Computer build- 
ing’ in which you are asking for a total appropriation of $288,000. 
Please present the justification for that requirement. 

Admiral Cuark. This is for a new building to house a large-scale, 
high-speed electronic computer and auxiliary equipment and provide 
office space for technical and administrative personnel to handle that 
operation. This building is planned for January 1956, in order to 
be available at the expected delivery date of the computer for which 
$1,700,000 has been requested in the Navy’s annual budget. 

Mr. Suepparb. I wish you would define “collateral.’”’ I presume, 
as indicated here, it means just what it says in the definition. 

Admiral Perry. In this instance this is the CO-2 fire-protection 
system for the computer machine. 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advanced planned by 
John M. Walton, Arlington, Va., at a cost of $3,350 within the past 
6 months. 

Mr. SHepparD. The next item is No. 3 “Water tunnel” and this is 
the third increment. You are asking for $4,554,000. Please explain 
the requirement there. 

Admiral Ciark. This is the third and last project for the David 
Taylor Model Basin. Through research we propose to conduct at 
this water tunnel we expect to improve propeller design so as to re- 
duce the operating noise to one-third of the present noise. This will 
permit our ships to operate at twice the present speed without detec- 
tion and also reduce about one-third the present range of detection. 
This 36-inch variable pressure water tunnel is designed for quiet 
operation. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHerparp. Under the title ‘Research Facilities,’ this 
$3,725,000, I presume, is required to accomplish the end result you 
have just described to us off the record; is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, insofar as this pertains to your 
department, has it been engineered with the same technique as the 
projects you previously referred to? 
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Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. This water tunnel has been advanced 
planned within the past year by Seeley, Stevenson, Value & Knechel, 
of New York City, at a cost of $67,500. 

Mr. SHepparD. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. AnDREws. I notice you want three buildings, the one under 
item 1 at a unit cost of $23.60 a square foor; the building under item 
2 at $13.39 a square foot, and the building under item No. 3 at 
$12.21 a square foot. Why is there a difference there between the 
square-foot cost? 

Admiral Perry. In the first instance, Mr. Andrews, you have a 
building which is 692 feet long by 275 feet wide. It will be of steel 
construction with a continuous arch structure and will include the 
basin as well as the model room, the electrical equipment room, the 
test setup, design and sanitary facilities, but will include no office 
space. It is rather intricate building including the basin itself. 
The cost of the building includes the construction of the water basin. 

In the computer building, you just have a conventional structure. 

Mr. ANpREws. Then the equipment in the building is more 
responsible for the increased cost than the building itself? 

Admiral Perry. The equipment, if you wish to call it that, if you 
call the basins equipment; yes, sir. As soon as you begin to build 
a tank in which to hold water, you run up the cost of the building. 

Mr. OstertaG. This is known as a model basin, is it not? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. Do you have similar facilities on the Pacific coast? 

Admiral Cuiark. No, sir. 

Mr. Osrrertac. Do you require them there? Would it not be a 
practical matter for the Navy to maintain facilities there? 

Admiral Cuiarx. I do not believe we could afford to duplicate 
anything of this expense at the present time. I do not think you 
have any plans for that? 

Admiral Cronin. That is correct. One basin of this type fulfills 
our requirements. 

Mr. Ostertag. And the cost of the ships and other operations that 
take place on the West coast would apply on the East coast? 

Admiral Crontn. Yes,.sir. 

Mr. OsrertaGc. And therefore it is a matter of experimentation, 
testing and research? 

re Cronin. Yes, sir, and the projects would apply to both 
places, 

Mr. Ostertac. Under item 3, “Water tunnel,” I think it should be 
made clesr, or at least I would like to make sure I understand cor- 
rectly, that this budget item is $1,994,000 requested in money. How- 
ever, the total cost of this project is $4,554,000. Am I correct? 

Admiral Cuarxk. That is correct. 

Mr. Osrertaa. In other words, this is the first installment of a 
project which will run—— 

Admiral Cuiark. No, sir; this is the last installment. This is the 
third and last increment. 

Mr. Osterraa. This is the third and last increment? 

Admiral CLarK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertac. In other words, this $1,994,000 will complete 
this job? 

Admiral CLark. Will give us a usable facility; yes, sir. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Navau InpustrRIAL RESERVE SHIPYARD, CHARLESTON, S. C. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item ‘Naval Industria] 
Reserve Shipyard, Charleston, 5. C.”, where you are requesting 
$427,000 for land acquisition. I would like an explanation of that 
requirement. 

Admiral CLtark. This reserve shipyard is currently in use and is 
needed for the repair of both the Navy and commercial ships. During 
1954, Navy repair work in the amount of $1,202,357 was accomplished. 
Immediately after mobilization, we expect to construct new ships for 
both the Navy and Army at this yard. However, the Navy does not 
own the underlying land. We need to continue to operate those 
facilities. It is necessary to purchase this land, because the owner 
will not continue to lease it. We think it is required for the Navy’s 
current operations, and acquisition must be obtained in order to retain 
this facility and the Navy’s improvements thereon which originally 
cost about $2 million. , 

Mr. SHepparp. I notice you also include in there ‘Payment for 
displaced facilities, $125,000.” I assume that is necessary for you to 
procure the land in order to get those facilities out of the way for your 
construction requirements. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir; also, because if we do not buy his facilities 
he loses their use. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, logically, you are buying property 
with a home, barn and shops on it, to draw a parallel? 

Admiral Cuark. That is right. 

Mr. SHepparpb. And if you are going to buy the land, obviously 
you have to make some compensation for the buildings you are not 
going to use, or may later use, but in either respect the cost still 
applies? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Under Item 1, you reflect plant value, land and 
construction, of $3,725,000; funded construction not in the plant 
value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 
1956 authorization, $427,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$427,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, none. 

Are there any questions pertaining to that item? 

Mr. AnpreEws. How long have you occupied this land, Admiral? 

Admiral Cuark. Since April of 1942. 

Mr. ANprEws. What was the length of your lease originally? 

Mr. TreENCKEN. Five years after the expiration of the war. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Admiral Perry, this project has been engineered 
upon the same premise as previously presented? 

Admiral Perry. An appraisal has been made by a qualified firm of 
appraisers. Beasely & Beasely, of Washington, D. C., made the 
appraisal for the property itself and the buildings thereon within 
the past year at a cost of $2,400. 

Mr. OstertaG. On that point I would like to inquire: Primarily 
this item covers the acquisition of land; does it not? 

Admiral Perry. It covers the acquisition of 17.11 acres of land, 
plus the buildings thereon, which include 3 buildings, the cranes, 
and miscellaneous machines in the amount of $12,600. The land 
was appraised at $180,400, making a total for the land and facilities 
themselves which we have to take of $302,000. 
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Now the $125,000 item you see in here is the provision in a contract 
which we had with the owner to pay for the owner’s facilities which 
we would remove. 

I think it would be well if Mr. Tiencken, who is our real estate 
man, would give you additional information on the subject, because 
he is intimately acquainted with the details. 

Mr. OstertaG. Thank you; I agree with you. I think it should 
be clear what this $302,000 covers. You point out that this is more 
than for the acquisition of land. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. OstertacG. Does the Navy own these facilities on this land? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. How have you operated heretofore; have you 
rented? 

Mr. TrenckeNn. This is what we term a mixed facility, partly 
Government owned and partly contractor owned. The land and 
minor improvements are owned by the contractor; the major part of 
the improvements are owned by the Government. The contractor 
had the privilege of buying out the Government’s interest or, in lieu 
of that, the Government buying the contractor’s interest. This 
$302,000 is the appraised value of the contractor’s land and his im- 
provements. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Is that the estimated value? 

Mr. TIeENCKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. How have you had the use of these facilities and 
this land heretofore; have you rented it? 

Mr. TrENCKEN. The contractor was the operator during the war 
and we have had the use of it under a rental agreement since the war 
and rented it out to a third-party operator. 

Mr. OstertTaAG. The appraiser estimates the value of the land at 
$180,000? 

Admiral Perry. $180,000 for the land. 

Mr. OstrertaG. And $122,000 would be the estimated or appraised 
value of the facilities on the land; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That the contractor owns. 

Mr. Ostertac. And with the payment of $302,000, the United 
States Government or the Navy would then be the sole owner of all 
these facilities and this land; is that correct? 

Mr. TiencKEN. That is correct, plus $125,000 which was owed to 
the original contractor. 

Mr. Ostertaa. And we are now appropriating that also? 

Mr. Trencxen. That is correct. 

Mr. OsterTAG. One more question and that has to do with the 
need for condemnation—or is this a matter of appraisal and a mutual 
arrangement? 

Admiral Perry. There has been no mutual arrangement as yet, 
Mr. Ostertag. These figures we have given you are our appraisal 
figures. Whether we can reach a mutual agreement with the owner 
of this particular parcel of land we cannot say at this moment. We 
have not been in a position to deal with him. Lack of funds has 
actually made it impossible to come to terms with him. 

Mr. OstrertaGc. Would you condemn it? 

Admiral Perry. We would condemn it if we would not reach a mu- 
tual agreement; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Ostertag. Do you feel it is possible to make arrangements 
within the amounts available as requested? 


Admiral Perry. We feel it is possible; yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertaa.. And if you are unable to reach an agreement for 
this land, it would be necessary for you either to condemn it or to 
come back to Congress for more money; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. If we could not reach what we consider an equit- 
able agreement—and we do consider the amount we have asked for 
here is equitable—we would throw it into condemnation and let the 


courts decide. If the courts decided for more money, we would have 
to come back to you. 


NavaL Minecrarr Basg, CHARLESTON, 5S. C. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item ‘Naval Minecraft Base, 
Charleston, S. C.’”’ I note at this installation the plant value is none; 
funded construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $5,800,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $5,800,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $7,200,000. 

I would like to have you make the presentation for this requirement 
and then I will ask you to supply me with the estimated future 
appropriation requirement of $7,200,000. I prefer the explanation 
first for the sum of $5,800,000. 

Admiral Cuark. The original small section base was located at 
Charleston for the purpose of supporting small craft in the harbor 
and in shore patrol. It was established in 1941. It occupies a little 
over 18 acres of land, 8 of which are Government-owned; - the other 
10 being owned by and leased from the city of Charleston. 

There is only one permanent building on this base, an administrative 

headquarters, which is housed in an old rice mill. All of the other 
buildings are of nonpermanent construction and nuearly all of them 
built during World War II, in 1941 or 1943, and built of low-grade 
wartime material. 
In September 1946, this base was designated as “‘naval minecraft 
base.’’ At that time the Mine Force comprised only 15 ships. Now 
the Mine Force includes 71 ships of various types with a total com- 
plement of 230 officers and 3,448 enlisted men, and at times as many 
as 50 ships are located at the minecraft base. 

The deficiencies of the present base fall under a great many cate- 
gories. 

Mr. SHepparp. Let us pick up this first one, if you will. 

Admiral Cuark. I think I should tell you one thing before we take 
up the items. We are going to move the base from one place to another 
and make it bigger. We cannot expand where we are now. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are you going to do with the space you have 
now? 

Admiral Cuarx. The Department is studying that right now, as to 
whether we should put in a Reserve training center there, or not. 

Mr. SHEepparbD. Why cannot you take the present space and expand 
there to accommodate the breakdown indicated in your justifications? 
What is the reason? 

Admiral Cuark. The overwhelming reason is because the helicopters 
are coming into use for minesweepers. This base is located in down- 
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town Charleston near to five hospitals. We could not operate heli- 
copters from there. We just must have more space for them. 

Secondly, the river there has undermined this land. I mentioned 
the rice mill. The remaining land is sinking; it floods and if you will 
look at the small pictures, I think you will agree the first thing we have 
to do is to move, and I can then tell you why we need each of those 
facilities at the new place. 

(After describing pictures:] 

Admiral Crark. The new site is going to be right adjacent to the 
Navy yard—in fact a part of it. We own the land and do not have 
to buy any land. It is good land that does not flood like the other. 
The present base is right in Charleston and the land is not good and 
we would have to buy a lot more from the city. We can build 
cheaper a new facility than we can fix up the present one, and, if 
we fixed the present one up, it would never be satisfactory. 

Mr. SHeprparD. Mr. Secretary, what in your opinion would the 
Navy do with the property it is vacating there, since you have no 
further use for it? 

Mr. Foeter. My own personal opinion is we would declare it 
surplus and sell it. That is up for review by the Office of Naval 
Operations to determine whether or not the property has any further 
use. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What length of time would it take you to move 
from the site you are leaving and have working abilities on the new 
site you select? 

Admiral CLark. We hope to build this in increments and I think 
at the end of 3 years we can move out. 

Mr. Foaier. I think there are two points that have not been 
brought out plainly enough. Not only does this land flood, but the 
land itself is falling into the bay. In order to get needed land we 
would have to fill. This is so because the main street that comes down 
to this area is over a riverbed through which water is flowing. The 
question, therefore, is not only whether we can fill, but also whether, 
even after filling, the soil will not run out from underneath. 

Mr. SHepparp. Even though that may be a detrimental or possibly 
unnecessary and expensive item, yet in your justifications I find you 
are going to have fill and grading and dredging, and I presume use 
the dredging for fill purposes? 

Admiral CiarKk. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. And while you move into a new site, you have 
the same topography. 

Admiral CLark. That is mostly at the waterfront and actually 
there is dredging going on at the other site every year. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What, offhand, is indicated where you are mov ‘ing 
into the [indicated] red site as erosion applies at the present time? 

Admiral CLark. The new site of land is quite suitable. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, I presume that white area repre- 
sents the bay which is subject to advance and recession of the tide; 
is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir, that is not. That used to be an old 
lighter-than-air station for which we no longer have a mobilization 
‘equirement. All that is sand; it was when I was down there. 

_ Mr. SHepparp. In other words, the committee can be assured 
insofar as continuity of operation of this or the other place is con- 
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cerned, that you will not move into an area where you are going to 
have erosion by the movement of the tide swelling, and so forth, as it 
occurs in that area? 

Admiral CLark. I can assure you we made a very thorough engi- 
neering study of this by the public works officer, who took borings, 
took soundings, took the records of flood, or lack of it, at that par- 
ticular site. 

Mr. Foeuer. Mr. Dallerup was down there, and he possibly might 
make a statement about that. 

Mr. SHepparp. | would like at this time to introduce Mr. John 
Dallerup, who is known to the chairman as the No. 1 Old Man, as | 
interpret the definition given to this gentleman, and that is a fabrica- 
tion of a name that did not originate in Congress; it is a name that 
originated among themselves, so it is nothing offensive when applied 
to you. 

Mr. Dallerup, I welcome you before the committee, because of 
your many, many years of experience in the field of contractual 
functions. All too rarely do we have an opportunity to talk to a 
gentleman of your business experience. So, if you have any com- 
ments to add to this matter we are presently inquiring into, I would 
appreciate your giving them to us. 

Mr. Dauierup. The “Four Old Men” have been to Charleston 
to the minecraft base on two occasions. Where the old rice mill or 
administration building stands, it is evident it is on solid ground, on 
an island, and the surrounding area is filled, wherein the test holes 
that were drilled have brought up rice hulls. 

The record of Charleston shows that the roadway leading into the 
base is an old river or creek bed. The underwater drainage is settling 
that land into the river, making a slough. If you were to put a jet 
piling bulkhead at the river edge, you would create a lake under that 
base. Practically all of your buildings are sitting on piling and | 
think the photographs will show where the land is settling from the 
building. You have had as much as 12 inches of settling and you 
have had to add a step from the land to the first step level. 

To get the needed additional land west of the base toward the 
bridge, you would have to fill and the bulkhead would have to con- 
tinue. You would never get rid of the drainage of the underwater. 

We know at your new location, which is on much higher ground, the 
cost of construction and future cost of maintenance at the new location 
would more than justify the move at this time, because it gives room 
for expansion and much less cost of construction and meets all of the 
military questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, you and your group who have 
surveyed the proposition are acquiescing in the proposal of inacti- 
vating the present place as fast as you can under the expenditure 
requirement, and moving into the new one? 

Mr. Datuerup. May I say from our experience in commercial life, 
we could justify that to any money lender. On the basis of the base 
they have to set up to meet their needs, I think you will amortize the 
cost of the new facility through savings in the maintenance costs in a 
short period of time. 

Mr. SHepparp. Thank you vey much, Mr. Dallerup. Are there 
any questions? 
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Mr. OstertTaG. When was the original site acquired and con- 
structed? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You mean the green? 

Mr. OsterTAG. Yes. 

Admiral Ciark. It was in 1941, I believe, that we established a 
small section base where they tied up small inner harbor craft. Then 
they moved the minecraft base to Charleston and it has been building 
up rapidly ever since. 

Mr. OstertaGc. Would you consider it poor judgment to have 
located there in the first place? 

Admiral Cuark. I think if we could have foreseen the place that 
mine warfare was to take at the end of the war and which took place, 
as you remember, in the Korean war, in the rapid advancement of 
the different types of mines the countries used, it would be poor judg- 
ment to go into such a small place. But for a minor operation, 
where only a small temporary building and small docks were needed 
to tie up small ships, it was a reasonable thing to do during the war. 
We also at that time had a requirement for the site we are moving to. 
We were using it as a lighter-than-air base. But with the rapid 
advance in mine warfare, the only thing to do is to move and luckily 
it happened that we are not having to give away any good facilities 
anything except the rice mill you have seen the picture of; so we 
would have had to rebuild somewhere. 

Mr. Osrertaa. I will have to say to you that everything you tell 
us as to the justification of this request is logical, reasonable, and 
sound, but it may make some of the things that have happened in the 
past look rather ridiculous. And when we look at the overall picture 
of properties of the United States Government, particularly what our 
Military Establishment has acquired and abandoned, and at the same 
time acquiring new properties, I am wondering where in the end it is 
going to leave us. I cannot help but feel that we are in very bad 
shape so far as the tremendous expenditures of money for facilities 
and properties is concerned for which we ultimately have no use and 
finally abandon. At the same time we are in the process of acquiring 
more land and building more properties. 

That is a rather blunt statement; yet that is the situation as it 
looks to me. 

Admiral Ciark. I would like to add in this case we are not taking 
new land. 

Mr. OstertaG. I am not talking about this case; 1 am talking about 
the picture generally. 

How long ago was this move made which is causing another move 
and complete abandonment because it was not a sound location in the 
first place? 

Mr. TrenckeEn. I think the one that is mentioned, the section base, 
was built early in World War II for an antisubmarine base, for the 
small boats that had to put out from there. So we simply had to 
utilize what we could there. 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advanced planned by the 
district public works officer, Sixth Naval District within the past 4 
months, utilizing his staff at Government expense. 

(After a brief recess to answer a rollcall:) 
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NAVAL SHIPYARD, Mare IsLtanp, VALLEJO, CALIF. 


Mr. Suepparp. All right, gentlemen, the committee will come to 
order, and we will proceed with the next item under the title “Naval 
Shipyard, Mare Island, Calif.,’”’ wherein your request is for a total of 
$4,553,000. 

I see reflected in your breakdown the following information, under 
item 1, “Plant value, land, and construction,” $98,570,544; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $7,885,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $4,553,000: 
the proposed 1956 appropriation, $4,553,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required, $21,205,000. 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. You will present your requirements under this 
request, please, Admiral. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. This consists of two items, the first of 
which is for the rehabilitation of the ship-repair facilities. Between 
berths Nos. 3 and 10 submarines are berthed and overhauled. 

Two of the berths were originally constructed in 1918, and they 
have deteriorated to such extent that the wharf has been condemned 
against the use of heavy cranes and any heavy crane lifts. The fire 
hazards also are great. 

The fire marshall recommended construction of firewalls in case 
the wharf cannot be replaced. We propose to provide the necessary 
shop buildings, replace the deteriorated wharf and provide essential 
battery-charging facilities, a battery shop, and utilities to enable this 
shipyard to effectively and efficiently accomplish its workload. 

For the entire item we are requesting $3,785,000. 

Shall I go ahead to the ions item, sir? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Just a moment, please. 

What are you using there now as an office building? I am referring 
now to item B, which is a two-story reinforced concrete office building 
on pile foundations. 

Admiral Cronin. They are just improvising for an office building 
by having the people who will eventually be in the office building 
farmed out to the main administration building. 

That office building is intended to be right in the area of the repair 
shops so as to most effectively utilize those people who support the 
labor on the waterfront. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see that you are also going to revise your railroad 
trackage here. What is the reason for that, please? 

Admiral Cronin. Why are we rerouting the railroad? 

Mr. SuHepparp. I am referring to the item having to do with your 
railroad trackage in which you are making a shift of that. 

Admiral Cronin. We are going to have to replace the wooden 
wharf there that is so deteriorated that it will not hold the normal 
flows of traffic, and there has been considerable bypassing of that. 
I believe that the change in the tracks is part of that, and perhaps 
the engineering study will show that more clearly. Admiral Perry; 
is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHEepparpD. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. We are putting in a new quay wall, and the rail- 
road trackage will have to be revised and raised up and put on top 
of this new quay wall. 
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Mr. SHepparD. Is that also the reason for removing the end of 
this building? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, that is part of it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What does that No. 387 stand for; is that the 
number of the building? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What type of building do you have behind there, 
a cement concrete building, or a wooden structure or what? 

Admiral Perry. It is a masonry structure which was built quite 
a number of years ago. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice that your next item, item No. 2, calls for 
blast cleaning facilities in which you are making a request for $768,000. 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are we enlarging the already existing blast cleaning 
facilities which are there? 

Admiral CLark. No, sir. At present we have nothing except an 
open lot, and the sand sprays all over the yard and actually gets into 
the machinery. It is also hazardous to the health of the people 
working there. - 

Mr. SuepparD. Admiral, have these Mare Island projects 1 and 2 
been engineered to the same degree as those previously considered by 
the committee? 

Admiral Perry. These projects, Mr. Chairman, were advance 
planned. John A. Blume, of San Francisco, Calif., advanced planned 
item 1 within the past 6 months at a cost of $22,960. Item No. 2 
was advanced planned by L. S. Rosenar, San Francisco, within the 
past 9 months at a cost of $5,528. 


Norroutk NAVAL SHIPYARD, PortsmMoutTHa, VA. 


Mr. SHepparp. All right, we will take up the next item, Naval 
Shipyard, Norfolk, Va.; for which the request is for $308,000, wherein 
I note at this installation the plant value is $118,101,823; funded con- 
struction not in the plant value, $6,628,000; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $308,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $308,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $12,411,000. 

You will proceed to explain the requirements that I have referred to, 
and then I would like testimony as to the extent of your future appro- 
priations of $12,411,000. 

Admiral Cuarx. This if for the replacement of a wharf that was 
constructed in 1925. The entire structure has now deteriorated to 
the point where it is unsafe for personnel and equipment, being old and 
rotted and oil-soaked, and it is a fire hazard. It has been condemned 
to vehicular traffic. This wharf is essential to the docking of vessels 
in both drydocks 4 and 7 since it is located between and adjacent to 
their entrances. It is also needed for servicing small ships and 
barges, but because of its condition it cannot be used for its purposes 
at the present time. We urgently require the replacement of this 
during this year. 

Admiral Cronin, you might mention some of the large items of 
future appropriations required for this yard. 

Mr. SHepparp. Yes, if you will upon the same premise that you 
referred to those others previously. 
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Admiral Cronin. If it is agreeable, Mr. Chairman, I will just list 
the major ones. 

Mr. SHeppaArD. Yes, that will be enough. 

Admiral Crontn. The largest single project we have there is increas- 
ing the facilities required for Forrestall class carriers and other major 
vessels at drydocks Nos. 3, 4 and 8 and berthing areas, $2,900,000. 

The next item is reinforce quay wall, Berths 1 and 2, $2,161,000. 

Next is an additional crane and services for Berths 11 and 12, 
$1,676,000. 

The next item is a new mess hall and galleys and garbage disposal 
facilities in all of the barracks, $1,250,000. 

Also a new turbine and boiler in the boiler and power plant, 
$1,052,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. When do you figure that these projected or future 
appropriations will be necessary? 

Admiral Cronin. We have 3 items which are planned for 1957; and 
about 8 items which are planned for 1958, that is, in the essential 
category; and about 15 or 16 items which are planned for the following 
year, 1959; and the remaining items are for long-range planning, 
construction dependent on what develops between now and that time. 
We, of course, might change those priorities around. 

Admiral Perry. The item in this years request has been advanced 
planned within the past 6 months by Myron, Sturgeon, Engineers, 
Norfolk, Va., at a cost of $3,000. 


Nany UNbDERWATER Sounp LasBoratory, Fort TrumBu.i, New 
Lonpon, Conn. 


Mr. SHepparp. All right, let us take up the next item, Navy 
Underwater Sound Laboratory, Fort Trumbull, New London, Conn., 
for which you are asking $66,600. 

Admiral Ciark. This is for family housing. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see that you are reflecting plant value of $6,- 
208,639; funded construction not in the plant value, none; existing 
unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, 
$66,600; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $66,600; and the estimated 
future appropriation required, $432,000. 

Explain the requirements that you have here for the $66,600 first, 
please, Admiral. 

Admiral CLark. This amount is for 5 sets of family housing, 1 for 
the junior officers and 4 for the enlisted men. This is to provide ur- 
gently required key personnel quarters for people who must live aboard 
in order to provide surveillance of very valuable Government property 
without working undue hardship on the individuals. Expensive 
equipment for testing infrared equipment, submarine communication 
systems and for development of integrated communication systems 1s 
permanently installed on the island and must be guarded. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, how accurate is your estimated cost 
on a unit basis as reflected here for your junior officers, company grade 
and for enlisted men? I note here the cost is reflected as $15,200 per 
unit for the junior officers and that the cost for the enlisted men is 
$12,850 per unit. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, let me here state that in the case of 
all of these items that you will find for family housing—or the majority 
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of them—that they have not been advanced planned and fall within 
the category of the exceptions which I mentioned this morning. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

Admiral Perry. The figures which you see before you are the limi- 
tations set upon the particular type of quarters that we will construct 
for the officers or the enlisted men, as the case may be. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Of.course, I am interested in your whole housing 
program, but [ am specifically interested in this particular phase of it. 
While your figures, as presented, are not revealing of detail to the 
degree which you undoubtedly would like to have them be, what per- 
centage of deviation from your experience to date in housing category 
of this type might be effected by a 10-percent differential or a 5-percent 
differential? 

Admiral Perry. As compared with what date? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. With any date as of this fiscal year. 

Admiral Perry. The only answer I could give you on any of these 
quarters’ estimates in here, Mr, Chairman, is that we feel we can de- 
sign a house having a square footage such as mentioned here which 
will come within the figures we have given here. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Now, naturally, a house built up in New London, 
Conn., should cost more than a house built out near San Bernardino; 
is not that right? 

Admiral Perry. Because you do not have the same condition as 
regards weather down in San Bernardino as you have up in New 
London. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Do these figures represent the cost inclusive of the 
architect and design engineer’s costs per unit? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; they do. These are budget estimates. 

Mr. SuepparpD. This may be asking you a hypothetical question 
that is a little bit difficult, but I am wondering if you can tell me at 
a cost of $15,200 per unit what percentage of that total would go to 
the architect and design engineers? 

Admiral Perry. Not over 5 percent, Mr. Chairman. That would 
be the maximum and, of course, you must bear in mind that if you 
had a number of these quarters then the percentage would go down 
greatly for the overall project. 

Mr. SHepparp. I think that is true. Now is it the concept of the 
Navy in housing of the type we are presently discussing to have a 
uniform type of building? 

Admiral CiarKk. To some extent; yes, sir. The Secretary of 
Defense is coordinating the housing requests and if you get a chance 
to see the Army or Air Force testimony you will find they are to use 
the same figures for each grade as the Navy does. 

_Mr. Suepparp. Let us address ourselves to the Navy at the present 
time, because that is the only thing we are reviewing at the moment. 

Mr. Dallerup, I would like to ask this question, if I may. This 
has plagued me for quite some time. If we go into a standard type 
of house for junior officers and for enlisted men and we have design 
engineers draw the type of property we will want and the specifica- 
tions for construction purposes, why would it be necessary to have 
a design on each project as long as we were operating in the same 
sphere of climatic conditions? In other words, why could not we 
take the original engineering technique and apply that to the next 
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base within the same climatic conditions as the first one, instead of 
having the technique repeated? 

Mr. Datuervp. You can, but I do not think you can set a criterion 
or plan the overall requirement. 

Mr. SHepparD. I do not, either, because of the shifting climatic 
conditions. 

Mr. DaLuervp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What I am trying to establish and make a little 
more plain is hypothetically for a military base the blueprints and 
the engineering techniques are all set for a grouping of 4 or 5 hundred 
houses for junior officers and enlisted men in the District of Columbia, 

Mr. Da.urrup. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Now within a circumference of 350 to 500 miles 
the climatic conditions are practically the same, are they not? 

Mr. Datuervup. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Why would not the blueprints and specifications 
be applicable to the other projects for the same type of job as they 
will be over here? You tell me why they would not be. 

Mr. Datuervup. Site adaptation. The floor plans could be the 
same. 

Mr. Suepparp. Of course I will admit that the site, to wit, the 
property upon which the houses would have to go, would vary in 
cost, and so forth; but I am addressing myself now purely to the 
design engineering of the house itself, irrespective of where you put 
it, within the same climatic conditions. 

Mr. Dauuerup. You can do it. 

Mr. SHepparp. Would you recommend that policy of procedure 
be followed? 

Mr. Dauuerup. Yes, sir; I would. 

Mr. Suepparp. What objection, Admiral Perry, if any, would ema- 
nate from your Division to following a practice of that character 
which would eliminate at least—not perhaps at once—a lot of engi- 
neering research, and so forth, of having special plans drawn for each 
project wherever it may be within the same climatic area? 

Admiral Perry. I will let Mr. Dallerup testify as regards the 
floor planning. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is what I am talking about. 

Admiral Perry. We could use the same floor plans over and over 
and it need not necessarily be only 350 miles from where we are. | 
am speaking now of the floor plans. You mentioned Washington. 
I can go 130 miles from Washington and I would say to you “‘No; I 
could not build the same looking structure’’—shall I put it that way- 
“or have the same exterior treatment to the house you would have in 
Washington.” 

Let us take the Army post here at Fort McNair. You have a 
certain type of architecture that, if you build houses there, you would 
naturally try to conform to the existing architecture. If you went to 
Williamsburg, you would have to give a different treatment. There 
are many of those cases. . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, as I interpret your statement, 
then, the added cost of engineering in each one of these projects is 
not predicated upon the stability of the house or its comfortable 
appeal for those who are using it, but would be due to the fact of 
conforming with the architecture in that particular place? 
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Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

| might mention at this point that we do have standards. Whether 
those standards will fit every particular case, I cannot say. But we 
try to have them fit as many cases in as many places as we can. And 
it must be understood that when the architect-engineer uses standard 
designs, the fee is reduced accordingly. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Well the whole thing hinges upon this aspect, as I 
interpret — answer and my idea of it—I mean by that your re- 
sponse—that is, that the actual engineering technique at project A 
versus project B, geographically speaking, is necessary for conforma- 
tion with the other architecture on the base? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Then to the degree of uniformity of appearance, 
uniformity of housing, we have to look at that rather askance, have 
we not? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. What was your comment, Mr. Secretary? 

Mr. Foauter. We standardize barracks. 

Mr. SHEepparp. If you are going to standardize some barracks, then 
you do not conform with the architecture of X base and what would 
be the difference of having housing that did not conform to the 
geography or architecture of X base? 

Mr. Foeuer. I think it is a very significant factor in our housing 
development and I personally think we can do a great deal more of 
standardization than has been done. 

Mr. SHepparpD. The thing that impressed me so definitely in the 

cost factor was the fact that we have had in my own State a consider- 
able amount of housing projects wherein, in the original housing plans 
and specifications, the military themselves have said, ‘“This is splendid; 
we like it; we will buy it.”” We immediately move just exactly 75 
miles from that location and spend $85,000 for a new architect when 
we already owned plans that were acceptable at the other place, and 
that did not quite meet with what I think was a good expenditure. 
So, if I am wrong in my thinking, I ask you gentlemen to put me on 
the right track. 
_ Admiral Perry. I think your thinking is absolutely right, Mr. 
Chairman. I for one subscribe to the use of the same plans over and 
over if the same plan will suit the local conditions. | am sure you 
are very familiar with the various Wherry bill housing projects 
throughout California. They have one type of architecture, for 
instance, at Monterey and a different type of architecture at Port 
Hueneme. 

Mr. SHepparp. And a different one at San Diego. 

_ Admiral Perry. I will just use those two for comparison. For 
instance, the initial project at Monterey, if I recall correctly, was 
500 units and 300 units were added later. 

Mr. Suepparp. Correct. 

Admiral Perry. You had a certain amount of. land; you could 
expand. But at Port Hueneme, you had a development where you 
had to house some 324 people. In the first instance, I think you will 
find most of the houses are one-story affairs. At Port Hueneme, you 
‘had to go to two-story structures in order to get the number of units 
that the available property would accommodate. So the Monterey 
plan could not have been adapted to the Port Hueneme situation. 
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Mr. Suepparp. That is obvious. It would be a rather difficult 
thing to make a plan for one story fit the accommodations for a two- 
story operation. But, again, that does not obviate the fact you are 
still in a one-story operation at San Diego, San Pedro, and what not. 
My inquiry is where the one is compatible with the other. 

Admiral Perry. They could be used over and over and any time we 
do not do it then I say we are not using good engineering practice. 

I must also add this comment at this point. The field sometimes 
likes to override what you propose to put at any individual site. Asa 
consequence, you propose, let us say, to use the Monterey plan at 
San Diego and they say, ‘‘We do not like that.”” What are you going 
to do about it? 

Mr. SHepparpD. That is the point I would like to have resolved 
now. In fact, there must be some place along the line, somebody out 
of this group of gentlemen in executive positions who has the right 
and authority to say whether they shall or shall not. I am trying to 
establish whether or not the authority is here and we have it—and 
I think we do under the law—and it is being applied. Because in 
this total appropriation bill, particularly as it applies to housing in 
California, it is plain it is going to cost a lot of dollars. I think you 
will agree to that as compared to the need being supplied. I agree 
heretofore we have had difficulty with the field interests; they have 
not liked the approach of the north to the south houses, even though 
the allotment for them called for the same type houses. I have been 
exposed to several of them. 

Now the question resolves itself down to who is going to say to 
the people in the field ‘I am sorry; this money is going to be expended 
for these houses period.” 

Mr. Focter. I think as Secretary I have the authority at the 
present time. I did not have it a year ago. 

Mr. SHepparp. If you have it, from my exposure to your operations, 
I am inclined to believe you will see it becomes operative and not just 
one of the hypothetical concepts. 

Mr. Foater. I will try to. 





Navy Mine CouNnTERMEASURES STATION, PANAMA Ciry, FLa. 


Mr. SHeppARD. The next item is Navy Mine Countermeasures 
Station, Panama City, Fla., where I find your request is for $3,379,000. 

Here I find the plant value is $3,121,740; funded construction not 
in the plant value, $1,150,000; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,379,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $3,379,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $6,012,000. 

You will proceed to make your presentation of requirements; 
then we will inquire into the future appropriations on the same 
premise we have those in the past. 

Admiral CLtarx. The Navy Mine Countermeasures Station at 
Panama City is expanding very rapidly in accordance with the urgent 
emphasis being placed on the mission, which is to develop adequate 
countermeasures against known new types of torpedos and mines. 
This is one of the top priority programs the Navy has and is carried 
on almost exclusively at Panama City. However, progress is very 
badly handicapped by lack of facilities; inadequate waterfront facili- 
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ties, laboratory, and administrative offices and facilities for helicopter 
operations, training, and recreation. 

Since the station was originally planned and used as a small am- 
phibious training station, there is not only lack of space and facilities, 
but those which do exist are old and unsuitable in Jocation size and 
type for efficient and economica] operation as a countermeasures 
station. The activity at most is uneconomical. A study has been 
going on for over 2 years and we now have a plan which we consider 
to be the most feasible solution for expansion and conversion; at 
the same time we will make utilization of what we have already to 
the maximum extent possible. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice you have reflected under ‘d” a 3-story 
masonry building to cost $320,000. What is that for and to what 
purpose are you going to apply it? 

Admiral Ciark. This is for an administration building. 

Mr. SHepparp. Let us take up item 2, “Land acquisition.’”’ What 
is that for? 

Admiral Ciark. This is for the purchase of 3 parcels of land total- 
ing 132 acres. Part of the land is now owned by the city and leased. 
On it have been constructed a warehouse, explosive magazines, road- 
ways, waterfronts, and other facilities, the value of which today is 
estimated to be $200,000. We cannot go ahead with our planned 
expansion without possession of this land, which we must acquire to 
protect the Government’s interests in the present improvements. 
We must provide an area for the expanded workload and provide 
protection against physical interference which would result. 

Land values are increasing so rapidly, we urgently need authority 
to acquire the land as soon as possible. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral, I have before me a communication from 
Hon. Robert E. Sikes, a member of the Appropriations Committee, 
addressed to me as chairman, which has to do with what he says is 
350 acres of Jand of Bay County ownership and F. E. Hinman’s tracts 
1 and 8. 

I wish you would take that letter down to the Department and give 
me the proper answer, so that the answer can be placed in the record 
at this point. 

Admiral Ciark. I will be glad to do that. 

(The following was supplied later: ) 

The inquiry of Congressman Sikes regarding the acquisition of land at Panama 
City refers to approximately 350 acres of land being utilized for the Naval Mine 
Countermeasures Station, Panama City, Fla. Congressman Sikes refers to 
parcels 1 and 8 as presently being valued at approximately $147,000 and indicates 
that waterfront property is worth at least $400 per acre. 

A review of this property shows that in September 1942 the Navy had filed 
condemnation proceedings for approximately 350 acres of land under the Second 
War Powers Act. This was followed in December by a declaration of taking 
correcting the acreage to 368.61 and depositing $23,168.95 as the fair value for this 
taking. A judgment covering parcel 5, containing 119.1 acres, owned by F. M. 
Hyndman et al, was rendered in favor of the United States on April 7, 1945, fixing 
just compensation in the sum of $20,041.45. Parcels 2, 3, and 6, containing 
117.6 acres, were also acquired at $2,125. 

The owners of tracts 1, 4, and 8 requested that the property comprising these 
tracts not be taken in fee but by lease. Subsequently, a judgment was filed August 
29, 1946, granting the United States the right to use and occupy for so long as 
the Navy shall desire these 3 tracts and fixing compensation at $73.40 per annum. 
These 3 tracts comprise 132.1 acres and are the tracts presently proposed for 
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acquisition by the Navy. The Navy’s estimate of $52,000, which was the amount 
for which funds are requested, is approximately $392 per acre and compares favor- 
ably with the $400 per acre indicated by Congressman Sikes. 

The figure of $147,000 mentioned in Congressman Sikes’ letter would be the 
value of 368 acres at $400 per acre. It appears from the above that the Navy’s 
request for funds is-predicated upon paying the owners a fair price for the actual 
property to be acquired at this time; namely, 132.1 acres rather than 368 acres, 

Mr. SHepparp. Now we will pick up item 3, ‘Training, recreation, 
and Navy exchange center’? wherein you are asking for $455,000. 
Please present your requirements for this expenditure request. 

Admiral Ciark. This station is an isolated one, 7 miles away from 
Panama City, Fla. In addition to the 225 people on the base, there 
is an additional military population of about 450 attached to the 
ships that operate from the base. Recreation facilities, therefore, 
are urgently required for a total of 700 people. 

Our present facilities consist of one building and a combination 
movie-recreation. We also have 2 tennis courts and 1 soft-ball 
diamond. 

Mr. SHepparpb. Also a snack bar, Navy exchange store, barbershop, 
and so forth; is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. Correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Pick up item 4, ‘Helicopter facility,’ for which 
the request is $372,000. Present your justifications for that require- 
ment, please. 

Admiral Ciark. The use of helicopters in connection with mine- 
sweepers is now in effect, and we want to expand it. At present we 
have one helicopter operating from the baseball field. This operation 
is hazardous, it being a limited area, and there is no immediate use 
made of it. We plan to have seven helicopters as soon as we can 
provide the facilities. 

We have a request for $372,000, which includes site preparation; 
hangar, including shops; concrete paving; utilities and collateral. 

Mr. SHepparD. This is part of the minesweeper program? 

Admiral Ciark. This is an extrémely important part of the mine- 
warfare program. We will use it for other purposes which I can tell 

you of off the record, if you wish. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SuHepparpD. The next is item 5, “‘Land acquisition and con- 
struction of magazines,’ where you are asking for $417,000. What is 
the explanation, please? 

Admiral CLark. Item 5 is to acquire 333.4 acres of land for the 
storage of high-explosive material. Since the base was originally built 
as an amphibious training station, we had only small arms magazines, 
nine. It is unsuitable for the storage of high explosives because of 
their location in the heart of the industrial area. We plan to save 
trucking through the industrial area by relocation and the building 
of the number of magazines required by this station. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are you going to do with the buildings pres- 
ently on the site? 

Admiral CLarK. Some of them will be moved; some will continue 
to be used for small arms and inert materials. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You do have a use for that number, even though 
you are going into this expansion program? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Item No. 6 is “Land acquisition and erection of 
observation towers,’’ where you are asking for $76,000. Tell us what 
that is needed for? 

Admiral Ciark. This is a small amount of land acquisition for the 
erection of observation towers necessary when essential operations are 
carried out at this station, which requires very precise tracking of the 
ships as they sweep or engage in exercises off the base. This requires 
observation towers at three points to house instruments on rigid 
foundations. They are presently subjected to sand, moisture, and so 
forth. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Item No. 7 is “Bulkhead and concrete work area,”’ 
where you are requesting $690,000. Give us the explanation for that, 
please. 

Admiral Cuark. This is for the development of adequate berthing 
space and work area for servicing minecraft and other craft engaging 
in the station’s work. The total value of minesweeping and counter- 
measures gear that this program supports is valued at $30 million. 
An additional $28 million is being procured during 1955 and we plan 
to procure still $30 million more in 1956. 

Last year Congress authorized waterfront improvements by provid- 
ing a new bulkhead. This appropriation is the second increment in 
the improvement of the waterfront area and for replacement of the 
old dock, a new bulkhead and to improve the work area. It will pro- 
vide a bulkhead length of 2,590 linear feet. 

Mr. SHepparD. As indicated in your justifications, this will take 
care of berthing for 1,900 vessels and small craft totaling 2,900? 

Admiral Cuark. No, sir; those are feet; that is the number of feet 
of berthing space. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are you going to do with the old dock you 
are going to abolish? Are you going to tear it down and eliminate 
what you have there, or what? 

Admiral Perry. We are taking down the existing timber wharf. 
We figure it will cost about $18,000. 

Admiral Cronin. This is in the same place, actually. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, you are taking it down and replacing 
it with a new one? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. SHepparpb. Item No. 8 is for “Laboratory building, 
are asking for $960,000. Give us the explanation, please? 

Admiral CLark. The initial increment was authorized by Congress 
last year. It involves the continued use of two small old buildings 
with laboratory space, so that we would have a split operation. Also 
further detailed studies show additional shop requirements would 
require a new shop building. They are expensive and a thorough 
engineering study was made of the complete layout and it was decided 
it would be more economical and efficient to consolidate all the labora- 
tory space in 1 building and to release the 2 old buildings now being 
used for laboratory space for small shops. 

Mr. SHeparp. Admiral Perry, have these projects comprising a, 
total of $3,379,000 for naval mine countermeasures at Panama City, 
Fla., been engineered to the same degree, or proportionately thereof 
as the other projects we have had under consideration? 

Admiral Perry. All of the items included under this particular 
project with the exception of item 6 have been advance planned by 
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the Radar Engineering Co., of Miami, Fla., within the past 9 months 
at a cost of $28,304. The advance planning for item 6 was done by 
the district public works officer of the 6th Naval District at Charles- 
ton, S. C. with his forces at Government expense. 

Mr. SHepparD. Do you contemplate any difficulty in your land 
acquisition in any of these items? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

Mr. SuepparD. Which ones do you have reference to directly in 
answer to my question from item 1 on up? 

Admiral Perry. Are you referring only to Panama City? 

Mr. Suepparp. That is all I am referring to—Panama City. 

Admiral Perry. I cannot say we will have any particular problem 
there. On the other hand, however, you have received a communica- 
tion from Congressman Sikes which would indicate to me that there 
may be an argument in the offing before we obtain the lands in 
question. 

Admiral Cuark. It is a resort area. 

Mr. SHepparp. I am sure you will find Mr. Sikes rather amenable 
to the actual conditions. I have always found him that way. Perhaps 
when we get the response back, it will clarify the situation. 

Are there any questions upon the part of any member of the com- 
mittee? If not, the committee will stand adjourned until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 


TUESDAY, JUNE 28, 1955. 


NaAvaAL SHIPYARD, PHILADELPHIA, Pa, 


Mr. Suepparp. All right, gentlemen, the committee will come to 
order. We will take up the next item which is reflected in the require- 
ments of Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia, Pa., wherein you are making 
a request for an appropriation to the extent of $321,300. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $147,574,535; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $6,060,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, $321,300; the proposed 1956 authorization, none; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $321,300; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $43,628,000. 

Admiral, will you project your justifications for this requirement? 

Admiral Curarx. Mr. Chairman, we are requesting 25 units of 
family housing which are urgently required by the shipyard for key 
enlisted personnel of the shipyard and the naval activities in the 
vicinity. There is no enlisted family housing at the shipyard or at 
the adjacent naval activities. 

Mr. SHepparD. I notice that your unit cost is comparable to those 
that you have revealed previously. 

Admiral Perry. As I explained yesterday, Mr. Chairman, these 
unit costs that we have used are costs which were given to us by the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations). There 
has been no advance planning, for any of these family housing items. 

Mr. Suepparp. And these would include, I presume, the same as 
the others, a possible variable of from 5 to 10 percent? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions? 
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NAVAL SHIPYARD, PortrsmMoutn, N. H. 


The next item reflected here is naval shipyard at Portsmouth, N. H. 
which reveals a request for electric power cable, replacing dewatering 
pumps, and so forth, for which you are asking a total of $946,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $34,442,326; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $3,346,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $946,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $946,000; and the estimated future ap- 
propriation required, $9,895,000. 

Will you present your justifications for this requirement, please, 
Admiral? 

Admiral Cuark. This consists of two items, Mr. Chairman. The 
first item is for electric power cable. The present generating capacity 
of the shipyard is 7,400 kilowatts, which is derived from 2 generators. 

In addition, the yard purchases additional electric power from the 
local utility company. 

There is at the present time a power demand for more than we have 
and in addition there is a large anticipated increase in capacity Over 
the next few years, and it is expected that this load will exceed within 
3 vears 13,000 kilowatts. 

Mr. SHepparp. Does that requirement pertain to both the sub- 
marine cable as presented in your justification and the underground 
cable as well? 

Admiral CLarKk. This is the total deficiency and the local utility 
company has agreed to sell the yard additional power. If we can get 
this cable, this will be the most economical way to meet our require- 
ments. We have to run the cable from the power source on an island 
in the river over to the station. 

Mr. SHepparpD. That would obviously be your submarine cable. 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Now, what is the reference to the underground 
cable? That is a continuity of the same cable but it is carried under- 
ground? 

Admiral Perry. It runs across the river there. 

Mr. SHepparp. Yes. In other words, you are connecting into a 
unit that is a submarine cable, and then you are going on with that? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What are you referring to as switchgear? I thought 

[ was familiar with the phraseology of the Navy, but this is the first 
time I have ever encountered that. What is it? 
_ Admiral Perry. In order to tie into the power company’s trans- 
former units we have to have a switching gear at that point so that 
we can connect our cables into the powerline. This project was 
advance planned by the staff of the district public works officer at 
Government expense. 

Mr. Suepparp. In item 2 you are asking for $791,000, and this 
consists of a series of requirements. Will you indicate the necessity 
lor the request, please? 

Admiral CLark. This is the second and last item for this station. 
It is a project for the replacement of dewatering pumps for drydock 
No. 2. The existing pumps were installed in 1903, and maintenance 
is now so difficult, and replacement parts cannot be obtained, so that 
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we are actually endangering the ability to get water out of the docks 
when a ship has to be worked on. 

Mr. SuepparpD. The demolition aspect is only a small sum, bu: 
what do you want to do with that money? 

Admiral Perry. That is to get rid of the old dewatering pumps 
and put in the new foundations for the new pumps. The old pumps 
that are there now are of 40,000-gallon capacity. The new pumps 
will be of 60,000-gallon capacity. 

Mr. SHepparD. The entire requirement is delineated in the various 
subheads here which go into the various requirements for the replace- 
ment of your dewatering pumps and the whole operation as such? 

Admiral Perry. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any further questions, gentlemen? 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning was accomplished by Alonzo B. 
Reed, Boston, at a cost of $4,500. 


Navy Exvecrronics Lasporatory, SAN Dirco, Catir. 


All right, we will proceed with the next item, ‘Naval Electronics 
Laboratory at San Diego, Calif.,’’ where you are asking for $143,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $10,379,239; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori. 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $143,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $143,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $3,574,000. 

Will you make your presentation for this requirement, Admiral? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir; this project is for the acquisition of 13 
parcels of land containing a total of 398 acres. This land surrounds 
the laboratory field station. It is not right at Point Loma, but this 
laboratory field station is near the Mexican border, about 18 miles 
south of San Diego. This station was specifically selected as being 
free of electronic interference. 

If we can get the surrounding parcels of land, which, as you see. 
are not very expensive, we would prevent any industry from bringing 
in any machines that will cause interference with our electronic exper'- 
ments which we are doing in connection with ships. 

Mr. SuHepparD. The laboratory itself would take how many acres 
for protective purposes? 

Admiral Ciark. Actually at this substation where we have 64 acres 
of leased land we want to buy that land and a total of about 330 more 
acres surrounding it. 

Mr. Suepparp. You presently own 532.4 acres there? That is 
correct, is it not? 

Admiral CLark. No, sir; that is at the main station. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Oh, I see. 

Admiral Ciark. At this field station we just have leased 64 acres. 

Mr. Suepparp. And the difference between 64 acres and 398 Is 
what you want for protective purposes? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the price of this land, or the estimated 
cost per acre? 

Admiral Perry. $359.30 per acre, sir. 

Mr. SHerpparp. What is the engineering aspect of this situation, 
Admiral Perry? 
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Admiral Perry. So far as the unit cost of the land is concerned, 
Mr. Chairman, we have an appraisal of the land by Mr. Bruce 
Stallard, of San Diego, Calif., who is a registered appraiser in San 
Diego. We feel that his figures are as accurate as can be. The 
appraisal was obtained for $1,000. 

Mr. SHepparpb. And you figure that this additional land will amply 
protect your sensitive electronic devices against any interference by 
people moving in adjacent thereto? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You are not coming back in a year from now to tell 
me that you have made a mistake, that somebody is jamming up 
your works? 

Admiral Ciark. No, I think not. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Well, let us know; let us find out. 

Admiral Cuarx. A survey has been made of this area, has it not? 

Admiral Cronin. Yes, sir; unless our requirements change to an 
extent greater than we can possibly visualize now, this will be a 
satisfactory amount of area for the future. 

Mr. SHepearp. Is there anything projected in your operational 
plans here indicating that a change might be made? 

Admiral Cronin. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Are there any questions on this item, Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Anprews. No,. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparD. Mr. Ostertag, do you have any questions on this 
item? 

Mr. Osrerragc. I think not, Mr. Chairman. 


NavaL Repair Facinity, San Disco, Catir. 


Mr. SHepparp. All right, gentlemen, we will proceed with the next 
item, “Naval repair facility, San Diego, Calif.,”’ replace and relocate 
steam lines, for which you are requesting $629,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $67,740,000; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $629,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $629,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $3,768,000. 

Will you make your presentation for this requirement, Admiral? 

Admiral Ciark. This item is for the replacement of 10,500 linear 
feet of existing steam and condensate lines in a new underground 
concrete trench to provide reliable services and ready access for 
maintenance purposes. The present steam and condensate lines 
consist of used steel pipe which was installed during World War II. 
They are imbedded in raw earth and are not protected against rust 
or corrosion. The deterioration has been so rapid that now the 
annual maintenance cost is about 17 percent of the original cost. 
Frequent interruptions of steam service due to the requirement. for 
digging up and replacing sections of the old pipe have made it urgent 
that we replace this pipe. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, in order to conduct operations 
on the base under the normal working requirements, this replacement 
of a faulty pipe and sundry attributes that contribute to the totat 
delivery of the requirements for steam has to be done, and this is 
your proposal to take care of the situation? 
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Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the status engineeringwise of this project, 
Admiral Perry? | 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by J. B. Gill 
& Co., of Long Beach, Calif., at a cost of $4,500 and I have no doubt 
that the estimates shown here are the best that could be produced. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Are there any questions, Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. Anprews. No. 

Mr. Suepparpb. Mr. Ostertag. 

Mr. OstrertaG. I have no questions. 


Nava SHIPYARD, SAN Francisco, Catir. 


Mr. SuHepparp. All right, gentlemen, we will take up the next item, 
“Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, Calif.,’’? wherein you are making a 
rather heavy request for $4,369,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $80,000,701; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $1,098,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $4,369,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $4,369,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $41,570,000. 

Will you make your presentation on the requirements for these 
funds, Admiral? 

Admiral CLtark. The first item, for the shipyard, San Francisco, sir, 
is to construct a concrete and steel quay wall to replace one that was 
constructed of untreated timber and piling. We actually cannot use 
this area to its fullest extent right now, and we are requesting $1,- 
588,000 to demolish the existing quay wall and to install a new one with 
the necessary railroad tracking and utilities, and to accomplish the 
necessary paving in the vicinity. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. What is the paving, blacktop? 

Admiral Perry. It will be 3-inch asphaltic concrete. This project 
was advance planned by John A. Blume, San Francisco, at a cost of 
$22,482. 

Mr. SHepparp. Proceed, Admiral. 

Admiral Cuark. The second one is an addition to the steam test 
plant, an addition to a building that is on pile foundations, and equip- 
ment, including cranes, high test boiler, condensors, water-treatment 
equipment, high-pressure piping, low-pressure piping and pumps, in- 
cluding installation. 

This item provides for the installation of a steam high temperature 
and pressure testing facility wherein we can test modern main pro- 
pulsion and auxiliary equipment instead of sending it up to Mare 
Island and then bring it back again. 

The estimated annual saving from this item is $325,000 a year, and 
-we anticipate that it will amortize itself at the end of 3% years. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Admiral Perry, what is the necessity for water 
treatment in that area? 

Admiral Cuiarx. This is for boilers. This has to be very pure 
water. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, you are trying to cut down the 
salinity of the water? 

Admiral Crark. Yes, the salinity and the alkalinity. 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning was accomplished by Myron 
C. Gould, San Francisco, for $6,600. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Take up the next item, ‘‘Land acquisition,’ wherein 
you are asking for $1,834,000. 

* Present your justifications for this requirement, Admiral. 

Admiral Crark. Mr. Chairman, this is a large item. 

As you will note, it is for $1,600,000. It is to permit us to continue 
the orderly development of this very important shipyard, and we 
have asked the Chief of the Bureau of Ships to bring the management 
engineer of this area here and, sir, he has a picture that he would like 
to show you if you have just a minute. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. | would like to have a picture of all of the lands 
you are going to have to refill, and a picture of what you are going to 
put onto them in the way of buildings, and so forth. 

Admiral Cuarx. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, | will in- 
troduce Mr. R. I. Palmer, management engineer from the San Fran- 
cisco naval shipyard. 

Mr. Suepparp. Mr. Palmer, you will proceed with your statement, 
please. 

Mr. Paumer. Mr. Chairman, at the present time the San Francisco 
naval shipyard consists of the area you see plotted before you, con- 
sisting of approximately 637 acres. 

Basically this is the problem as it exists today, of acquiring tideland 
here [indicating] the colored line being the property ownership line 
[indicating on map]. 

Now the project that we are speaking of is to acquire the land which 
you see on this very low part of this which extends the shipyard to the 
boundaries shown here [indicating]. 

Now, this amounts to approximately 354 acres, and has an advance 
engineering and architect-engineering study on it. 

Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the first item which consists of 80.89 acres 
and indicate it on the map. 

Mr. Pautmer. The first area, area A, is this particular section here 
[indicating on map]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see. 

Mr. Pautmer. Area A is here [indicating], and area B is the area out 
here [indicating]. You will see that here we have piers. 

Mr. Ostertac. That is all water, is it not? 

Mr. Patmer. Yes; but you see there is a pier built hére with ships 
anchored on it. 

This land [indicating] is being utilized by the Navy at the present 
time without benefit of lease or ownership. It is owned by the State 
of California. 

Area C is the area included in this red here [indicating]. 

Area D is a little section of 1%s acres right here [indicating]. 

Area E is part of the hill here. This is a large hill, coming out here 
on a long promintory, known as Hunter’s Point. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Yes. 

Mr. Pater. And area F is on top of the hill [indicating]. 

Mr. Suepparp. Before you leave that hill situation, are you going 
to level that hill down in order to get fill material? 

Mr. Patmer. Yes; we are taking about 1 million cubie yards out 
of there. 


Mr. SHepparp. And how far under the surface do you hit hard 
rock? 
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Mr. Patmer. Based upon our experience we do not anticipate any 
difficulty, as our past excavations show the hill to consist largely of 
decomposed serpentine rock which can be readily moved with modern 
earth-moving equipment. 

Mr. Ostertac. There are buildings on there, are there not? 

Mr. Paumer. No. You see, this hill is cleared off. 

Mr. Osrertaa. All the area within the red line, the borderline, is 
a matter of land acquisition, is it not? 

Mr. Patmer. Anything outside of the red and orange crosshatched 
line, which is the shipyard’s current property line, is the land 
acquisition. 

The problem that we are confronted with is indicated by this very 
well. 

This shows two things. First it shows why we require it now, and 
second, why the additional areas that we will have to have in mobi- 
lization are based upon currently assigned missions. 

The Chairman may be familiar with the freeways which are being 
built in San Francisco. 

When a six-lane divided highway is in here, it will effectively control 
any further extension in this general direction [indicating]. 

We must also at this time, in cooperation with the city and county 
planning commission and the State planning commission, determine 
where the accesses to this shipyard are going to be so that the neces- 
sary cloverleafs and other things can be determined as to location 
in constructing this freeway. This, then, will determine our future 
boundary. 

Second, where vou see this green line coming out here [indicating], 
and out here [indicating], this indicates the private filling operations 
which are going on by trash fill at the present time in this general area, 
basically rubbish that is thrown out here, and as it fills up they move 
on out to another area. Here is the way the area was about 6 montlis 
ago [indication], and it has now progressed out to here [indicating]. 

We have a firm requirement for these areas. They are now being 
developed by private interests with unsatisfactory fill and buildings 
will be put up later. But, I think as soon as we find the eventual 
requirement for them, then the problem before the committee will 
be to buy the whole area with improvements thereon. 

Now, the third point here is the actual current needs, why we have 
to have this land. 

The red projects which you see here are the current projects which 
are our current requirements. 

Admiral Cronin may want to comment more about this, but 
basically we have to provide a military personnel center and ship- 
yard based upon the ships that will be assigned to the Yard, to pro- 
vide logistic support to about 20,000 naval personnel. At the present 
time we have about 5,000, but it varies with the number of ships 
that there are on the waterfront. 

Those requirements are seven barracks buildings, a subsistence 
building, a recreation building and play area, a chapel, a military 
personnel administration building, and a medical-dental building that 
we require in this area here [indicating]. 

The three little buildings which you see there, the neutron-electron- 
gamma radiation facilities, cannot be built on that hill site, or should 
not be built until the earth that we referred to earlier has been taken 
from here [indicating] and put over into here [indicating]. If we fill 
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behind this hill, we in effect bury about $700,000 worth of fill. It 
has no value unless it is moved. 

\ir. SHEPPARD. You are going to bring that hill down to the level 
of vour other formation within the area? 

\ir. Paumer. Yes. 

\lr. SHEPPARD. Apparently you are going to have to fill most of 
the acreage. This material which is not recognized engineeringwise 
as a very good base will more than absorb your fill capacity? 

Mr. Patmer. That is right. 

\[r. SHEPPARD. Where are you going to derive your fill for vour 
extension into the water on the right side of your map? 

Mr. Paumer. Here [indicating]. Basically this area [indicating] 
will have to be filled out to here [indicating]. 

\M[r. SHepparpb. I wonder if you would indicate on the map the hill 
or hills that you will level off, and to what particular projects you 
will apply the amount of rock, dirt, and so forth, emanating from 
the hills in the leveling-off process. 

\lr. PALMER. That gets into technical detail. 

If we take the sand over here [indicating] from here, then they 
will probably use this hill as a cover over the sand to hold the sand 
down. Now, if that proves unfeasible, then this [indicating] will be 
taken over here and dumped immediately into the water across the 
road here [indicating], and the fill will be brought from this area here 
indicating] into that area [indicating]. 

In that connection, the Chairman may be familiar with the fact 
that in our State the legislature has just passed a reclamation bill 
providing for the reclamation of 508 acres in this area here [indicating]. 
This bill is now before the governor for his signature. I checked on 
itand there appears to be no question that this will be signed. Basic- 
ally, they are proposing to take the earth from here [indicating], and 
fill it into this area out to the San Francisco County line. 

Mr. Soepparp. About where would that become immediately 
adjacent to the borderline of the expansion program you are now 
presenting? 

Mr. PatMer. At this point here [indicating]. 

Mr. OsrprtaG. You mean outside the red line? 

Mr. Patmer. Actually there is an area of conflict here, which is 22 
blocks; 11 blocks long and 2 blocks wide. We checked with the 
reclamation district and there is no problem in there, but it simply 
highlights the essential nature of acquiring this property now before 
it is developed. 

_ Mr. Saepparp. Who did you say owned that 22 blocks of property 
in there? 

Mr. Patmer. There is a big strip of it owned by the State of 
California. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Have you entered into negotiations with the State 
of California to the extent that you do not contemplate any trouble 
in getting that land? 

Mr. Patmer. Yes, sir; and we have also had a meeting with the 
property owners in this area which will be filled up. There are 101 
property owners in this area here. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What type of properties are they, residential? 

Mr. Patmer. No; this is largely light industry and heavy industry, 
and residential up on the hill. 
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That raises another question. The zoning and development of this 
yard is being controlled, inso far as practical with its assigned mission, 
to permit of the community development behind us, so the residential] 
area in this fill area here ties in with the residential area of the city and 
county planning development. They are developing their permanent 
housing in this reach of it [indicating], and the heavy industry here 
[indicating]. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is that protrusion outside of vour land just 
above the letter D which sticks out on the surface? From my point 
of view it looks like it is protruding out from the normal line that 
would be drawn in here. 

Mr. Paumer. This tunnels in here and comes out here [indicating]. 

Mr. Suepparp. But why do you need that projecting piece of land 
which throws your alinement out of conformity? 

Mr. Patmer. The area here is required for a naval personnel housing 
development here, for development and expansion of the United States 
Radiological Defense Laboratory, for the expansion of the shipyard 
and the rail marshaling yard. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Is that all new planning? 

Mr. Paumer. You see these black lines here [indicating]? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

Mr. Paumer. There is the shipyard marshaling land, and _ the 
turning occurs in this little section here [indicating]. Any long-range 
plan calls for this to be moved, in order that the Radiological Defense 
Laboratory can take over here for the testing and calibration of 
radioactive instruments. The only way that space can be obtained 
here is to move into this area [indicating]. You see, there are per- 
manent improvements here and here that do not permit it to move in 
this area. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the occupancy of that projecting piece out 
there? 

Mr. Paumer. It is unoccupied. This whole area [indicating] is 
owned by the Federal Housing Authority. They have agreed to its 
transfer to the Navy, I understand, without exchange of funds subject 
to the question of the legality of it. 

Mr. OstertaG. In other words, there is nothing on it today? 

Mr. Patmer. No, sir; except there is World War II temporary 
housing there which is due for demolition, which has to be done by 
December of this year, unless someone states a need for it. This 
ties in with the long-range housing requirements of the shipyard. 
These are houses which are of the one type which must be moved 
from this area as this industrial area expands, so these houses which 
are now here and the personnel who live here in 374 apartments will 
be moved from here to permanent housing back in the residential 
area as soon as possible. 

Mr. SHepparD. But not in the same type of structures? 

Mr. Pater. No, sir; those were built for World War II temporary 
use and have outlived their economic use actually. 

We talked about our instrument testing range that goes in here. 
We have to have an engineering building for radiological work that 
goes in here. We have to have three supply buildings for storage. 
We have to have a scrap salvage yard which moves down into this 
white area, which is open space. 

We have to relocate the shipyard railroad marshaling yard, and 
certainly we want to acquire this piece of land that we are using in 
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area B, as we have $1,300,000 worth of improvements in an area that 
will cost less than one-third of a million. 

Mr. Ostertaa. That is water, is it not? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir; that is water. 

Mr. OstertaG. That means you are going to have to fill in? 

Mr. Patmer. The filling would come on the line here [indicating]. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Is that deep water? 

Mr. Pautmer. No, sir; this runs 15 to 20 feet along in this area. 
This is the shallow side of the bay. This is very deep out here 
lindicating]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is that inundated at high tide? 

Mr. Pater. Yes, sir; it is completely covered at high tide and low 
tide. The only point that is now exposed at low tide is this area 
lindicating]. 

Now, the mobilization requirements are shown in this block. We 
have to provide additional barracks and recreational area for these 
20,000 people in here and additional storage space and additional 
drydocks and piers. These are required to meet the assigned mobili- 
zation mission of the shipyard. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How much of that total is in the present require- 
ment as against that which is projected over a period of time? 

Mr. Parmer. At the present time the projects are broken down 
into three categories, as Admiral Clark explained. 

Mr. SHepparD. That is right. 

Admiral Cronin. Mr. Chairman, would you like to have me read 
off the typical large items, as I did in connection with the previous 
projects? 

Mr. SHepparpD. That is not particularly necessary, but I would 
like to know if you can give me an analysis of it, approximately what 
is considered out of the total requirement of $1,834,000, will be pro- 
jected into next year, if you can. 

Admiral Cronin. We have associated with that particular problem 
plans for next year an urgent project for $13,170,000 for Jand excava- 
tion and fill. That is following up this particular project. 

Mr. SHeppaArp. Yes. 

Admiral CLtark. That, of course, has not been approved by the 
Navy Department yet. Whether it will be approved in that amount 
or not, next year, we cannot say yet. We will review that require- 
ment of the Bureau of Ships when they come before us. This is the 
Bureau of Ships plan, and it is thought we would have to include an 
increment of that. Whether we can perform at that level will remain 
to be seen. 

_ Mr. Suepparp. Ju other words, what you are doing in this request 
is asking for $1,834,000 for land acquisition plus fill? 

Mr. Parmer. That is correct, insofar as basic land acquisition is 
concerned. We are seeking to obtain the land necessary now to meet 
both our current and known mobilization requirements. However, 
the amount of fill involved in this project is not substantial when 
compared to the total of the program which will be submitted next 
year or in future years for development of the tidelands proposed 
herein to be acquired. 

Mr. Suepparp. From the policy point of view I can only construe 
that those who are in the policy field have no reluctance about the 
future development of the land, or they would not permit the land 
to appear at this time in here for appropriation purposes, and they 
want to prepare the land for structural projects later on. 
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Mr. Pautmer. Yes, sir, it is quite firm. We will come back for 


another increment next year. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Will you yield at this point, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, I have no further questions. 

Mr. OsrrertaG. As I understand it, according to your justifications, 
your present plant is valued at approximately $80 million. 

Mr. Pater. No, that is the acquisition cost. The present value 
of the plant is approximately $200 million replacement cost. 

Admiral Cirarx. That column, Mr. Ostertag, is the cost you see. 

Mr. OstertaG. What does the $80 million represent? 

Mr. Patmer. That is the cost when acquired. It is not the re- 
placement value of the plant. To duplicate the land and buildings 
it would cost $200 million. 

Mr. Ostrertaa. On the basis of valuation? 

Mr. Paumer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrrertac. Actually it represents an investment of $80 million 
as of the Ist of January 1954? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrrrac. Your current budget request amounts to 
$4,369,000? 

Admiral Ciark. That is the total request for this shipyard. For 
this particular land acquisition which has been described it is 
$1,600,000. 

Mr. Ostrertac. The $1,600,000 represents the land acquisition? 

Admiral Cuarxk. And the fill. 

Mr. Osrrerrac. But for the purpose of land acquisition and other 
improvements which are currently planned you require $4,369,000? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Ostertac. Now, in the light of the description of the con- 
templated developments, I take it, from your justification, that 
$41,570,000 will be required to complete all of the improvements, 
including land acquisition and other factors? 

Admiral Cuiarxk. That is correct. 

Mr. Ostertaa. To bring this naval shipyard into its final stages to 
meet your needs? 

Admiral Ciark. To full readiness for mobilization, that is correct. 

Mr. OstrertaG. You were speaking of barracks there, and you de- 
scribed the locations of barracks. From your justifications here I as- 
sumed that the personnel will be the same as indicated? The plans 
call for 81 officers and 90 enlisted men? 

Admiral CiarK. No, sir; eventually we wil take care of the mobili- 
zation peak. 

Mr. Pautmer. At the present time there are two commands attached 
to the Pacific reserve fleet here. There are 2,000 military personnel 
varying down to 400. Two thousand other people have to be pro- 
vided with barracks, and they are not attached to the command. 
Those attached to the command is the figure you are talking about 
there. 

Our problem in terms of barracks is basically in terms of the activi- 
ties that we service. 

Mr. Ostertaa. That is, barracks for the fleet personnel when they 
are ashore? 

Mr. Paumer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Osrertac. What number do you anticipate at the completion 
of the project? 

Mr. Parmer. Approximately 5,000 ashore. While we will expect 
to have 20,000 Navy personnel in the shipyard, only about 5,000 will 
have to be barracked there. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Why is it that your final planned personnel require- 
ments will be somewhat less than at present, in the light of your 
expansion? — 

Admiral CLarKk. That is not final. That is the plan for the end 
of 1957 for the shipyard itself. 

Mr. Osterrac. My point was, Admiral, that according to your 
justification the planned personnel requirements to service the ship- 
yard will be less after the land expansion than it is today. 

What does this mean when you say personnel strength present 91 
officers, 142 enlisted, and 8,578 civilian? Then under that the plan- 
ned personnel is shown as 81 offices, 90 enlisted men, and 8,400 civilian. 

Admiral CLarKk. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertaa. In other words the planned personnel is less than 
the present personnel. 

Admiral CLark. There is one point there, sir-——— 

Mr. Ostertaa. Will you clear up where that occurs? 

Admiral CLtark. This planned figure which is given you throughout 
this whole book is not the eventual plan. It is the firm plan for the 
end of 1957. In other words, we have never been able to tell exactly 
how big the Navy will be 2 years from now. This may be wrong next 
year, but for the firm peacetime planning, we have on the books the 
number we will get the money for. In fact, we know of only decreases 
right to day as we are being slightly cut. Now, the plan he is talking 
about is for mobilization planning and that is why we must actually 
build all of these buildings right away. 

Furthermore, the figures do not include the fleet personnel. 

Mr. Ostertag. I understand that, Admiral. 

Admiral CLark. Yes. 

Mr. Osrertae. My point was merely whether or not it will take 
less personnel to run this shipyard after its completion than it currently 
takes to operate it. 

Admiral Cuark. Next year it will, ves, sir. 

Mr. Osrrertag. In other words, there is a decrease in personnel 
during the immediate future? 

Admiral CLiarx. That is right. 

Mr. OstertaG. But eventually it will take more men, and then 
under the mobilization program it will take many more, is that right? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, many more. 

Mr. OstrerraG. I am not thinking primarily of mobilization. | am 
talking about the normal operations in peacetime, and I can see 
where you are going to have a reduction and then, perhaps, a stepping 
up after that. 

Admiral CLtark. That is correct. He has a chart here that has the 
personnel figures on it if you would like to see them. 

Mr. Pautmer. I would like, if I may, to go off the record for a 
minute. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Ostertaa. Are there any of your civilian personnel housed in 
the facility there? 
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Mr. Paumer. Yes. Back here in the residential area there are | 
or 2 key civilian personnel designated special duty personnel, such as 
docking officers, or pilots. 

Mr. Ostrertac. But, by and large, they live elsewhere? 

Mr. Paumer. There is no housing of civilian personnel in basic 
rental quarters. 

Admiral Perry. This property has been appraised by E. G. 
Wendland, San Francisco, at a cost of $750. 


SHIPYARD FAcILITIES—OVERSEAS 
Fieret Activities, SASEBO, JAPAN 


Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item reflected in volume 
3, in order to have continuity in the record. This is under “Shipyard 
facilities, overseas, fleet activities, Sasebo, Japan,” wherein you are 
asking for $57,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $487,047; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $57,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $57,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, none. 

I wish you would make the presentation for that $57,000, please. 

Admiral CiarKk. The only item we have nonclassified for shipyard 
facilities overseas is for a commissioned officers dining room at Sasebo, 
Japan. Again, the personnel figures at the top are misleading as far 


as this project is concerned, in that it illustrates the number of officers . 


and men actually attached to the command of the fleet activity at 
Sasebo. Actually we have about 70 ships in port daily and the 
average number of officers varies from 30 to 100 ashore, with no place 
to dine unless they go about 1 mile and a quarter to an Army club 
which is being disestablished. We looked into taking that Army 
club, but found they are paying about $25,000 a year for maintenance. 
It appeared much more wise to construct a dining room to service 
both officers ashore and afloat and with their dependents who live in 
this area; so this dining room will have a capacity of about 200 people 
at one sitting. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, has this been engineered on the 
same premise as those we have heretofore discussed? 

Admiral Perry. It was. This project has been advance planned 
at Government expense by our officer in charge of construction who 
is stationed at Sasebo. These figures are based upon the construction 
factor which we have in Japan of 1.2. That is, we have found by 
experience that in Japan a structure will cost us 1.2 times as much as 
it would in the United States, and these figures are based upon that 
cost factor. 

CLASSIFIED PROJECTS 


Mr. Suepparp. If there are no questions pertaining to this item, 
we will go back to the classified projects, wherein you are asking 
total of $151,342,400. This has to do with all bureaus that are making 
requests for this total. 
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Being of a classified character, we will try to treat it as such. 
However, I would like you to prepare a general statement that would 
give Members of Congress some idea of the procedure without breach- 
ing the security element. If you will do that and provide it for the 
record at this point, we will proceed with the rest of our investigation 
of these projects off of the record. 

(The information is as follows:) 


The classified portion of our public works request amounts to $151,342,400. 
The first project, sponsored by the Bureau of Ships is for a classified program 
which I shall describe in detail to the committee off the reeord. Some of the sta- 
tions are overseas, and some in the continental United States. This particular 
project totals $7,834,000. i 

Of our remaining program, there are two projects for the Continental United 
States totaling $5,243,000. One is for a special school, and the other is for a 
communication facility. 

The remainder of the classified projects are located overseas. They include: 

For the Bureau of Aeronauties five projects for aviation facilities, such as 
airborne early warning stations, and certain portions of our construction in Spain. 

The Bureau of Supplies and Accounts is sponsoring three projects in Spain. 
These are for a small number of family housing units for the key personnel who 
must live aboard the facilities that are under construction. 

The Marine Corps is requesting two projects, both in the Pacific area. These 
are both for camp facilities. 

The Bureau of Ordnance is sponsoring projects for ammunition storage and 
family housing at two locations. Again, the family housing is for a small number 
of people who must live aboard the ammunition depots. 

The final item is for communication facilities overseas. 

We shall justify these projects to the committee in detail off the record. The 
reasons why some of these projects, which normally might be considered non- 
classified, are contained in the classified category include one or more of the fol- 
lowing: 

(a) Loeation in a foreign country where base rights or other negotiations are 
going on; 

(b) The mission of the station may contain information of a classified nature; 

(c) The base loading and the planned assignment of aircraft and personnel 
should be kept classified; or, 

(d) The specific utilization of the base should not now be divulged. 


SHIPYARD FACILITIES OVERSEAS 


We will pick up the first item under “Shipyard facilities overseas,” 

in which your appropriation request is $7,834,000. 
_I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $7,834,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $7,834,000; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $5,083,000. 

Proceed with the explanation off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, give us the engineering data on this 
request, 

Admiral Perry. The engineering has all been done within the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. These are classified projects. We 
have made a close study of all of the items which are required at any 
one of these stations and while we do not claim infallibility—certainly 
there are differences in cost depending upon the exact site of the sta- 
tion in question—nevertheless we feel that the figures which we have 
here represent an average cost and I believe we can do the jobs within 
the estimates which are given. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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Fuieet Base Facitiries—ContTineENTAL UNITED STATES 


Mr. Suepparp. We will turn to volume No. 1 under “Fleet base 
facilities—continental United States.” Before we go into the details, 
I would like a statement as to the method wherein these expenditures 
are made compared to the so-called facilities financed under your 
appropriation request—just a general policy statement. 

Admiral Perry. I assume, Mr. Chairman, from your question you 
refer to the provisions of the general appropriation bill for the Navy. 

Mr. SHepparp. That is right. 

Admiral Perry. Whereby moneys appropriated for the purchase 
of guns, ammunition, planes, and plane engines can be used for the 
construction of the facilities ¢ either by the Government or by industry 
to produce the products which the Government itself is purchasing? 

Mr. SuepparD. In general, that is what my question is directed to 
and it is somewhat inappropriate to this present consideration, 
certainly, but I am trying to find out whether there is any parallel 
in what we are presently reviewing. 

Admiral Perry. I iets Mr. Chairman, it would be more appro- 
priate for a statement to be put in the record outlining the whole 
detail; because I do not delve intimately into the problem. 

Mr. SHepparp. Please have a statement of that character placed 
in the record. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Understand what I am asking for—I want to de- 
termine the responsibility or latitude in expenditures under the facil- 
ities account. You will prepare and supply this for the record. Is 
there any parallel you know of in expenditures of the category we are 
about to review, as compared to those in the general bill? If there is 
a parallel, then I want you to give me the parallel as it applies to 
what we are considering. 

Admiral Cuark. I will be glad to supply that for the record. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

There is a parallel under the ‘Facilities, Navy’’ appropriation title you refer 
to, Mr. Chairman. It was originated as an account, with a limitation in total 
amount, to which funds from Navy appropriations could be transferred to cover 
expenses necessary for production and test facilities related to procurement as 
contrasted to facilities that are needed for the direct support of Navy operating 
forces and the shore establishment which we are presently discussing. 

The ‘‘Facilities, Navy,”’ appropriation title was omitted this year. Its functions 
are provided for in the appropriation language of ‘Aircraft and related procure- 
ment,”’ “Shipbuilding and conversion’’ and ‘‘Navy military procurement.” 

As stated before, the facilities to be constructed which we are now discussing 


are the operational-type facilities required for support of the fleet and Shore 
Establishment. There is no duplication between these two types of facilities. 


Famity Hovusine, Wasurneton, D. C., ror Frac Orricers 


Mr. Suepparp. The first item we will pick up is “Navy Depart- 
ment, Washington, D. C.,’” an item for family housing of flag officers 
in the amount of $81,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is not applicable; funded 
construction not in the plant value, not applicable; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $81,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $81,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $189,000. 
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Please make a presentation of this request, Admiral. 

Admiral CLtarx. This request is for three flag officers’ quarters in 
Washington for a total of $81,000. These are to be for the three 
Deputy Chiefs of Naval Operations who have no quarters. They are 
to be located on the Naval Observatory land, and we have approval 
from the Chief of Naval Operations as to their location. They are 
to cost $27,000 each, for a total of $81,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I assume this has something to do with the release 
we had in the paper some several months ago when Admiral Radford 
came back to town and you did not have any place to put him without 
moving rank for rank. The problem of getting one rank out of a 
place and putting another one in was rather difficult to solve. 

Admiral Ctark. No, sir. This came before Admiral Radford made 
his request. Admiral Radford made his request to the Secretary of 
Defense and I understand there is a title in the bill to provide housing 
for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and members of his 
staff. The Navy is not sponsoring that. This is for three Deputy 
Chiefs of Naval Operations 

Mr. SHepparD. Where are the three officers now housed for whom 
you are requesting housing accommodations? 

Admiral CLtark. They are presently housed in the community of 
Washington in private housing and, with their workload, they find 
it extremely difficult to live without quarters, to keep up with their 
workload, pay for, and so forth. 

Mr. SHepparD. Are they in rental property now? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir. I think some of them have bought their 
own homes, but they will move should these be provided. 

Mr. SHepparp. The three houses are to be constructed on the 
property of the United States Naval Observatory? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Have these houses been engineered, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. The same remarks apply for these houses, Mr. 
ie that I have made concerning other family housing at other 
places, 

Mr. SHepparp. And this housing as presently planned meets with 
the approval of the proposed occupants? 

Admiral Perry. I have not discussed the matter with the proposed 
occupants. 

Mr. SHepparD. The reason for my question was obvious, because 
perhaps your tentative plans may not meet their approval; there will 
have to be some additions, subtractions, or replacements to suit the 
convenience of the individual. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, we have certain limitations placed 
upon us by the Defense Department, beyond which we cannot go 
with regard to the construction of quarters. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are there any inquiries pertaining to this issue? 

Mr. ANprEws. Who do you plan to have build them? 

Admiral Perry. They will be built by private contractors. 

Mr. ANprews. At $27,000 apiece? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANprews. My observation has been that you cannot get too 
much of a house for $27,000. 


Admiral Perry. Mr. Andrews, we still have that limitation placed 
On us. 
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Mr. AnprEews. You might want to answer this off of the record, 
but what would be the advantage of having those officers live on the 
Naval Observatory grounds, instead of living where they are? 

(Discussion off the record.) 


NAVAL STATION, GREEN Cove SprinGs, Fua. 


Mr. SuHepparp. We will pick up the next item under fleet facilities 
“Naval Station, Green Cove Springs, Fla.,” to modify the power 
distribution system on 11 piers, wherein you are asking for $72,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $20,110,202; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $72,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $72,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $4,285,000. 

Make the presentation for this request, please. 

Admiral CLark. 380 ships of the Atlantic Fleet use the station at 
Green Cove Springs, Fla., and are berthed at 11 piers. The existing 
power distribution permits 20 ships to receive power through 1 circuit 
breaker and, under this system, there is frequent necessity of first re- 
ducing the load before they can cut out any 1 section for repairs. This 
requires shutting down the dehumidification, which is a technical and 
time-consuming operation; also, the dehumidification is not operable 
while the repairs are going on. 

This proposed system of modification of the power distribution on 
the piers will permit the disconnecting of one nest of ships without 
interrupting service to the adjacent ships during the repairs and main- 
tenance. We are requesting a total of $72,000 to install 145 circuit 
breakers. The station estimates an annual saving of about $4,000 will 
result from this improvement. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has this item been engineered upon the same prem- 
ise as those previously discussed? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. This was advance planned at Govern- 
ment expense by the District Public Works Office of the Sixth Naval 
District in Charleston, S. C. 


Nava Station, Key West, F:.a., Famity Housine 


Mr. SHepparpD. Pick up the next item ‘‘ Naval station, Key West, 
Fla., family housing,” in which you are asking for $1,044,500. 

The plant value is $45,626,131; funded construction not in the plant 
value, none; existing unfunded authorization, $1,044,500; the proposed 
1956 authorization, none; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,044,500; 
and the estimated future appropriation required, $6,952,500. 

Proceed and make your presentation for that requirement, please. 

Admiral CLark. We are requesting 7 junior officers’ houses and 73 
enlisted houses for a total of 80 houses at $1,044,500. 

There is a very critical shortage of housing at Key West, Mr. Chair- 
man, and this will alleviate a very difficult situation wherein a high 
percentage of the enlisted men cannot afford to bring their families to 
Key West. 

Mr. Suepparp. And you have no comparable housing at this time? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir; we have some comparable housing. 

Mr. SHepparp. What I meant was comparable to take care of the 
workload requirements. 
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Admiral CLark. No, sir; we have not, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has this been engineered, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. Again I make this statement that we 
have accepted the limitations for individual sets of quarters as im- 
posed by the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties and In- 
stallations. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is reasonable to assume that when they are 
engineered and ready for contractual purposes, you may find devia- 
tions in the ceilings you have used here? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, we have recently taken bids on 
certain items of housing within the Sixth Naval District, and in three 
cases we have come within the money limitation. In one case we 
did not. 

Mr. SHepparp. When you reach a situation where you do not come 
within the limitation, what is the procedure that follows thereafter 
in order to obtain the required structure? 

Admiral Perry. If we can make some changes in the plans and 
specifications that we feel might bring it within the limitation, we 
do so. In the instance which I mentioned, we did not see how we 
could reduce anything. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Do you mean by that, that you just are not 
going to get those properties, even though they are considered as a 
military requirement? 

Admiral Perry. That is the present rule; yes, sir. We were able, 
finally, to finance this project by using our administrative reserves 
and utilizing the maximum 10 percent overrun allowed by law. 

Let me point out, further, that in the case in which we did not 
come within the limitation which has been laid down, we only had a 
few units to build. Now you can readily understand if we have a 
large number of units, all constructed according to the same general 
plan, a contractor can go in and follow a production-line method in 
his construction and, consequently, we will get a better price than we 
would if we have only 2 or 3 units to build. 

Mr. SHepparp. Hypothetically, let us assume you have participated 
in &@ function of that character wherein under the production-line 
method on station X you required 400 housing units and because of 
the construction line aspect you would have saved fifty, sixty or one 
hundred thousand dollars, would you then be permitted to add that 
saving to the requirement, although it exceeds the limitation? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Are you sure of that? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. We can check that with Captain Mc- 
Farland. 

Captain McFar.anp. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Perry. But the limitation that is given us is given us on 
the basis of an average price. 

If we are able to save anything in Key West, we can apply that 
saving toward properties elsewhere. Now we have not in the Navy 
gone far enough into these projects to have generated any particular 
savings thus far. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But it would only be your economy in one project 
that would permit you to go ahead and construct where you exceeded 
the established ceiling of $15,200 and $12,850? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Anprews. Can you do that? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Cuiark. I think there is one aspect you forgot to cover: 
that is, we cannot exceed the average for the type of house that is given 
in the bill. Is that not correct? 

Captain McFaruanp. There is another point. Under Public Law 
765, which was the authorization bill for this particular housing, we 
were allowed a variation of 10 percent in any individual case. The 
average for that entire bill had to hit those various figures for the 
Navy Department; but in any case we could not go above 10 percent. 

Mr. Anprews. The upshot of that was it increased your limitation. 

Captain McFaruanp. For particular projects; but we had to go 
below on some other projects. 

Mr. AnpRews. Let us assume that down at Key West you are not 
able to get 73 units for naval quarters at $12,850. 

Captain McFar.anp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AnprReEws. Let us assume the cheapest bid you could get for 73 
units of that particular type of housing would be $13,000—say 
$14,000, which would be above your 10-percent cushion. You could 
not make that contract? 

Captain McFar.anp. You could not go above 10 percent, and 
you could not go up to 10 percent unless you had a saving on another 
project which would allow you to keep within the average total for 
the program. 

Mr. Anprews. What effect, if any, have you observed with that 
limitation as to the bids you get? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Andrews, I cannot see that the limitation has 
affected our bidding. We try to design these houses so that, when 
we go into the market, we can get bids that will come within the 
limitation. 

Mr. AnpreEws. I understand that; but my point is this: Suppose 
it is generally known in the community down there that you have : 
limitation of $12,850 per unit for enlisted quarters, does that mean 
all of your bidders are going to stick to that $12,850, or will any of 
them get under it? 

Admiral Prrry. I think that same question was discussed yesterday, 
Mr. Andrews. If you have a glut on the construction market, there 
might be a tendency on the part of individuals who presented bids 
to be rather generous in their estimates and, therefore, present high 
bids. It has been our experience in the past year, however, that 
there has been no glut of work on. the construction market and we 
have been able to receive a number of bids on each project that 
we had. 

Now if we had only one of these houses to be built, I rather doubt 
we would get too keen an interest among the contracting fraternity 
generally; because, what does it amount to? It amounts to a $15,000 
job. Most of the contractors are not in the market for $15,000 jobs; 
they want quite a number of thousands when they make a bid. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, the competitive factor enters into 
whether you will have some excess funds that might enable you to 
exceed the limitation. That is about your only opportunity, and 
then you can only go to 10 percent? 
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Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If you get into a geographical situation where it 
exceeds 10 percent, you will not have any excess funds under existing 
law? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 


Nava. Station, Newport, R. I. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will take up the naval station at Newport, R. I., 
wherein you are requesting $1,583,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $39,713,888; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $4,961,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,583,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,583,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $8,526,000. 

Will you make your presentation? 

Admiral Citar. This station supports a large number of activities 
including the Naval War College, naval base headquarters, naval 
communication station, a naval schools command, and a fleet training 
center. 

There is a current barracks space requirement for 4,000 men of the 
6,300 enlisted personnel stationed at or supported by this activity. 
On mobilization the number of personnel to be supported will increase 
to approximately 19,000. 

The barracks in use now are all of temporary type construction and 
badly deteriorated. All wood framing below the first floor sill is 
rotted. Sills, joists, studding, sheathing, and flooring are old and 
deteriorated, and all require replacement. The plumbing consists of 
wartime materials and requires constant repair and replacement. 
Gutters and spouts all require replacement. The electrical system is 
old. In many places the wood is so rotted that it is unable to hold 
nails or screws. The commandant of the First Naval District has 
placed the replacement of these barracks at the top of his priority 
list for the whole naval district. 

This is the first increment of replacement of those barracks. We 
are incrementing it because we have to keep on operating up there. 
Otherwise they really should all be replaced now. This is the first 
increment, asking for 5 barracks buildings for a total of $1,583,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, has this project been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. It has, by Coletti Bros. of Boston, Mass., at a 
cost of $10,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. ANDREws. What type of construction do you plan? 

Admiral Perry. Three-story reinforced concrete barracks, 238 by 
50 feet to accommodate 172 men. 

Mr. AnpRews. That is permanent construction? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANDREws. The ones in use there now are wood? 

Admiral Parry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. There are no permanent buildings there? 

Admiral CLtarx. Not in this barracks group. 

Mr. Anprews. That is all. 
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NavaL Bast, NorFouk, VA. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will take up the next item, naval base, Norfolk. 
Va. You are asking for a total of $9,972,000 and the breakdown js 
depicted on page 3 of the justifications. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $197,650,408; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $2,824,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $9,972,000: 
the proposed 1956 appropriation, $9,972,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required $26,148,000. 

Please make your presentation. 

Admiral CLark. This is a large requirement, as you see. There is 
a critical shortage of pier space for berthing ships of the Atlantic 
fleet at the naval base at Norfolk. There is a shortage in total amount 
of space and also a shortage in the number of berths that will accom- 
modate ships over 600 feet in length, that is, battleships and carriers. 
The 2 piers that will accommodate large ships, permit docking only 2 
large carriers or 3 battleships at the same time whereas concentrations 
of from 7 to 12 have occurred every month from October 1953 to 
August 1954. 

Since there is also a shortage of large anchorages there are frequently 
times when large ships must be diverted to other areas. This is a 
very serious handicap in our ability to supply and provision a task 
force prior to sailing. 

We have also been forced to lease dock space at a cost of approxi- 
mately $12,000 a year. 

Another critical deficiency is in the type of pier required to berth 
Forrestal carriers and the modified older carriers having angled flight 
decks. We must bring these alongside at Norfolk and have the 
necessary pier space and tracked cranes for off-loading aircraft so 
that they may be taxied or towed to the aircraft repair shops and 
replaced with overhauled planes. 

Norfolk is the only harbor on the Atlantic coast that has the 
required depth of water without either extensive or expensive dredging 
alongside a pier that is close to an industrial naval air station. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, the expansion program and the 
work indicated is made necessary by the workload that you will 
have there plus modification of certain portions of the project. Is 
that correct? 

Admiral Ctarkx. Yes. I have a picture. We have a long-range 
plan. This is the first increment. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Admiral Ciarx. The second item for Norfolk is a request for a 
power substation to provide direct current power to finger piers which 
are used to berth small self-propelled craft. These crews must eat 
aboard the ships and if they can get the power from the land we will 
save about $22,700 a year in being able to shut down the individual 
powerplants aboard these small ships. 

Mr. Suepparp. This is a requirement of $172,000? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has a portion of this project been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. Both of these have been engineered; the first by 
the staff of the district public works officer at Government expense ; 
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and the second by Hayes, Seay, Mattern & Mattern, of Norfolk, Va., 
for $2,685. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. AnpREws. No questions. 


NAVAL STATION, ORANGE, TEX. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will now take up the naval station at Orange, 
Tex., wherein you are asking for $399,000. 

The plant value is $8,677,304; funded construction not in the 
plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, $0; the proposed 
1956 authorization, $399,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$399,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, $1,006,000. 

Will you make your presentation as to the requirements? 

Admiral CiarKk. This is similar to the Newport requirement in 
that the barracks they are living in, in Orange, Tex., are old, tem- 
porary, badly deteriorated wartime construction. They have the 
additional defect that there has been some settlement of the buildings 
which were built on not-too-firm land, so that the concrete floors in 
the washrooms are cracking and the subfloors are rotted. 

We propose to build a three-story permanent barracks at a full 
cost of $399,000, and also a subsistence building to go with that. 

Mr. SHepparD. Admiral Perry, what is the type of structure you 
are going to use there? 

Admiral Perry. We will use the floor plan for a standard 172-man 
barracks. However, we propose to make it of structural steel frame 
with brick walls because after the engineering was completed on it 
we found we could get it cheaper than the standard reinforced con- 
crete building. The cost per man for the barracks building in this 
instance is $1,326, whereas, if you will refer to Newport, it is $1,481. 
Advance planning was done by Turner & Beard, Houston, Tex., at a 
cost of $1,500. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Any questions pertaining to this item? 

Mr. Anprews. I notice the existing facilities there are on hy- 
drauliec fill. That is poor foundation, is it not? 

Admiral Prrry. It need not be if the fill has had sufficient time to 
settle and assuming the materials you pumped in there originally were 
of a satisfactory nature. In other words, if you did not pump in 
muck and a lot of decomposed vegetation it would be all right. 

Mr. ANprEws. Do you plan to put the new building on the same 
foundation? 

Admiral Perry. No, on the same land but not the same foundation. 

Mr. Anprews.. That is all. 


Nava Station, SAN Dieco, Catir. 


_Mr. Suepparp. We will now take up the next item, the naval sta- 
tion, San Diego, Calif. The request is $57,000. 

The plant value is $55,161,566; funded construction not in the plant 
value, $1,474,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $57,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$97,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, $3,146,000. 

Please present your requirements for this appropriation request. 
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Admiral Cuark. This is an economy move. This project wil 
amortize itself in a little over a year. We want to connect the Sout) 
Bay Area Naval Station to the main station and supply steam from 
the main station. Actually, now we have to operate a large boiley 
with a steam-generating capacity of 100,000 pounds of steam an hou 
whereas the generating capacity of another one is adequate to supply 
both the steam requirements of the main station and that of the South 
Bay area. This will permit us to shut down one boiler and realize , 
saving of about $42,000 a year, so it will amortize the project in ? 
years. 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by the staff of 
the District Public Works Officer at Government expense. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions? 

Mr. AnpReEws. No. 


NAVAL STATION, TREASURE ISLAND, SAN FRANCIisco, CALIP. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will take up the next station, Naval Station 
Treasure Island, San Francisco, Calif. Your total request is $3,147- 
000 and the breakdown is reflected on page C2-6. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $32,095,066; funded con- 
struction not in the plant value, $4,142,000; existing unfunded author- 
zation; none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,147,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $3,147,000; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $21,592,000. 

Will you proceed to make your presentation as to the requirements’ 

Admiral CLark. This station is required to house a daily average o! 
about 400 bachelor officers, with a peak requirement of about 62). 
The present facilities accommodate only 275 at 2Z sittings in the mess 
and at times it has been necessary to feed 418 officers in 5 sittings. 

The present barracks are old, with fiberboard partitions, but we 
intend to keep using it for transient officers, and by putting in a perma- 
nent bachelor officers’ quarters for the permanent officers we will be 
able to satisfy the requirements. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see reflected here a proposed five-story building. 
Is that an innovation? 

Admiral CLtark. Yes. We are crowded for space. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, you do not have enough grown 
space and you have to go up in the air? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. In building the quarters, will you conform wit! 
California’s building requirements? 

Admiral Perry. You mean in regard to earthquakes? 

Mr. SuHepparp. In regard to earthquakes in that area. 

Admiral Perry. Every building we construct in California con- 
forms with the code for earthquake proofing. , 

Mr. SuHepparp. Within the areas where the earthquake cot 
applies? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. ea 

Mr. SHepparpD. Has this requirement been engineered, Admura: 
Perry? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. The advance planning was done by Wari « 
Boyles of San Francisco, Calif., at a cost of $32,750. 
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\[r. SHepparp. If the money is granted for this requirement, when 
do you figure it would be completed and ready for occupancy? 

Admiral Perry. Assuming we receive the money on the Ist of 
July 1955, it would not be ready for occupancy until about the 15th 
of March 1957. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What schooling facilities do you have there 
presently? 

Admiral CLarK. Mostly fleet schools, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. By the way, are those school buildings of a per- 
menent or temporary construction. 

Admiral CLtark. Most of them are temporary. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In your temporary categories in that geographical 
location, taking a normal building that you would say would have a 
life of 20 years, what is the comparative longevity of the buildings 
in the bay area? Is it 12 to 15 years? 

Admiral Perry. I do not feel that it is, Mr. Chairman. Of course 
when you mention longevity of any building in any locality, you must 
also take into account how much you spend on it for maintenance. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. This would indicate a point of diminishing return. 
What is your maintenance cost in that geographical area in comparison 
with drier climates? 

Admiral Perry. In drier climates, naturally, assuming you do not 
have bugs, your maintenance cost would be far less than in the bay 
area, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions? 

Mr. ANprEws. No questions. 

Admiral CLARK. You understood, Mr. Chairman, that the second 
item for Treasure Island was not a cable for the barracks. It is a 
separate item to combine the metering of electrical power at Treasure 
Island and Yerba Buena Island under one master metering arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. SHepparp. | understand that. 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning was done by the district public 
works officer staff at Government expense. 


NavaL Station, Tacoma, WasH. 


We will proceed to the next item, the naval station at Tacoma, 
Wash., wherein you are asking for $3,024,000. The breakdown is 
reflected on page C2-7. 

This installation shows that the plant value is $7,168,023; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,024,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $3,024,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $8,790,000. 

Will you make your presentation as to the requirements at that 
station? 

Admiral Ctark. At the naval station at Tacoma, Wash., we are 
requesting permission to reconstruct pier 4. This station berths, 
services, repairs, and maintains 36 ships of the Reserve Fleet, of which 
24 are escort carriers. 

The pier we are asking to replace provides berthing and related 
services for about 14 of those carriers. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Did you say 14 or 15? 

Admiral Ciarx. Fourteen. The pier was built in 1942. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Pardon me, but it does have a capacity for 15, is 
that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, you can get 15 alongside. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Go ahead. 

Admiral Ciark. The pier was built in 1942 of untreated pile con- 
struction. In 1953 the decking gave way so it is now necessary to 
restrict the loading of the decking and they cannot get on that pier 
with the machinery they need to maintain the ships. We are re- 
questing permission to replace that pier at a cost of $3,024,000. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Admiral Perry, has this project been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, by H. J. Whitacre and Associates of Tacoma, 
Wash., at a cost of $4,510. 

Mr Suepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 


Nava. Sration, Toneue Pornt, Astoria, OrEG. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will proceed to the next item, the naval station, 
Tongue Point, Astoria, Oreg., wherein you are asking for $92,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $15,175,202; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $92,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $92,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $1,157,000. 

Will you present your requirements at that station? 

Admiral CLark. This item is required to provide a means of emer- 
gency egress from bedrooms of 364 public quarters occupied by both 
married officers and married enlisted men. These were constructed 
so that there is no way of getting out of the bedrooms. You havea 
solid window and the openings in the window are so small that literally 
in time of fire women and children and others could not get out except 
through the kitchen and into an areaway which leads to the entrances 
front and back. 

Mr. Suepparp. Does that type of construction meet the building 
requirements of the State of Oregon? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Mr. Sueprarp. How did we happen to have them in the first place? 

Admiral Perry. When these quarters were built, Mr. Chairman, 
we had insufficient funds and we had to compromise our design in 
order to accomplish the project. 

Mr. SuHepparp. What is the composition of that structure? 

Admiral CLrark. Wood frame. 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning was by the staff of the District 
Public Works Officer at Government expense. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. Mr. Andrews. 

Mr. Anprews. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 
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FLEET Base Facintirtiges—OvERSEAS 
Nava Station, ADAK, ALASKA 


Mr. SHepparD. All right, gentlemen, under “Fleet facilities’? we 
find an item at the Naval Station, Adak, Alaska, wherein you are 
requesting a total appropriation of $2,485,000. 

The plant value is $64,988,738; funded construction not in the plant 
value, $3,283,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 
1956 authorization, $2,485,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$2,485,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$15,715,000. 

Will you give us an explanation of that item? 

Admiral CLark. This is for family housing, where we are requesting 
2 sets of senior officer (field grade) quarters, 7 junior officer (company 
grade) quarters, 61 enlisted quarters, and 1 civilian quarters, a total 
of 71 quarters for $2,485,000. 

This item is urgently required to alleviate the critical housing 
shortage at Adak, Alaska, an isolated station, and includes housing 
for the naval station personnel, the naval communication station, 
and limited requirements for the Army, Air Force, and also a few of 
the Coast Guard. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice that all of the housing—for senior officers 
(field grade), junior officers (company grade), enlisted, and civilian— 
carry a unit cost of $35,000 each. Because of the different square 
footage of each type, why don’t you show the distinction as previously 
has been practiced? 

Admiral Perry. May I ask Captain McFarland, who is the housing 
expert, to answer that question? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, as you wish. 

Mr. AnpreEws. Before he answers the question, I would like to 
ask, in connection with your question, I notice the square-foot average 
for enlisted men is 950, and for senior officers 1,500 square feet, and 
for civilians 1,125 square feet, and yet the unit cost of each is the same. 

Mr. SHepparp. An explanation is certainly indicated. 

Captain McFaruanp. The situation in Adak is complicated by 
the cost factor and the legal limitation. The cost factor is 3.0, which, 
when applied at Adak puts them all over $35,000. They run from 
$38,000 to $60,000 if you apply your cost factor. But we have a 
legal limitation of $35,000 on all overseas construction and an aver- 
age of $25,850, which means that no house we can build at Adak 
can cost more than $35,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. So what you are doing is setting a top of $35,000 
although you fully anticipate that it will cost less under your square 
footage as delineated in your explanation, but in order to get the 
money this is the method you are pursuing. Is that true? 

Admiral Perry. Not necessarily. If you take the enlisted men’s 
housing, where the limitation. stateside is $12,850, and you multiply 
that by 3, you still get $38,550. We are hopeful that, again, because 
of mass production we may be able to bring these houses within the 
legal limitation. 

_ Mr. Saepparp. Pardon the interruption, Admiral. In other words, 
it evidently is going to cost more money in this geographical location 
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to build quarters for senior officers that contain 1,500 square feet 
average. Is that not true? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. So in order to build these houses, when you consider 
the square-foot cost and the deviation on the square-foot require- 
ments, in order to get the houses you will have to put them all at 
$35,000? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. If you do not mind my comments on this aspect, 
I think it is an unfortunate way of having to provide the necessary 
funds for military requirements. It is not making a presentation in 
accordance with actual cost on a unit basis to accommodate senior 
officers, junior officers, enlisted men, and civilians that will have to 
have housing. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, I will agree with you, sir. 

Admiral CLark. This project was No. 1 in our whole housing pro- 
gram. 

Mr. SHepparp. I am not criticizing that. I am definitely criti- 
cizing the modus operandi under an act that is not conducive to 
square-shooting appropriation operations. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. The committee will stand adjourned until 1:30. 


Nava Base, Guam, Mariana IsLtanps 


Mr. SHepparp. All right, gentlemen, the committee will come to 
order. We will take up the next item which is ‘ Naval base, Guam,” 
wherein you are asking for an appropriation of $1,835,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $43,426,957; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $10,132,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,835,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,835,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $18,669,000. 

Admiral, you will present your justification for the appropriation 
request, please. 

Admiral Ciarx. This is for the headquarters for the Commander, 
Naval Forces, Marianas. His present headquarters were built during 
World War II, made out of defense base materials having a life ex- 
pectancy of 5 years. After 10 years these temporary structures have 
outlived their usefulness, and are in an advanced state of deteriora- 
tion. In fact, of the 7 temporary buildings that he was occupying, 
2 were so badly damaged in the typhoon of 1949 that they had to be 
razed. 

The remaining buildings are in such bad shape that if they had 
another typhoon his whole headquarters might come down around his 
ears. 

In addition, that type structure deteriorates very rapidly in the 
very damp climate of Guam. 

his will provide a headquarters building including a typhoon-proof 
superstructure with a basement for his operational command contro! 
center. 

So, this is an expensive proposition, in that it is both a typhoon- 
proof headquarters and includes this basement operational command 
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ontrol center which has to be of splinter-proof construction, and, of 
Feourse, as Admiral Perry will tell you, we have a construction factor 
that we have to apply in Guam in addition, which runs the price up 
to a total of $1,835,000. 

\lr. SHepparD. Admiral, has this project been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; we have a design force in the Office of the 
Director of the Pacific Division of the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
which has gone into this project thoroughly and the results are as 
shown in these estimates which are given in this book. 

\lr. Soepparp. Are there any questions on this item? 


Nava Base, GuantaNAMO Bay, CuBa 


All right, we will proceed with the next item, Naval Base, Guan- 
tanamo Bay, Cuba, wherein you are asking for an appropriation of 
$56,000. 

| note the plant value is $22,168,795; funded construction not in 
the plant value, $3,026,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $56,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $56,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
517,896,566. 

Please make your presentation, Admiral. 

Admiral CLark. This is simply for the surfacing of a dirt road that 
voes from the Kittery Beach area to the main station, over which 
there is very heavy vehicular traffic, and the combination of rains 
and heavy traffic runs up our maintenance cost for vehicles. 

We estimate that the maintenance cost for this road may be reduced 
by $7,000 a year if it is given a proper surface. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, has this project been engineered, 
and if so by whom? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned at Government 
expense by the Office of the District Public Works Officer of the 
Tenth Naval District with headquarters at San Juan, P. R. 

\[r. SHepparpD. Do you consider the quotation of the square yard 
cost a reasonable estimate? 

Admiral Perry. I do, sir. As you may be aware, the construction 
factor for work done in Guantanamo is 1.4. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions, gentlemen? 


Navau Bases, Susic Bay, PHILIPPINES 


All right, in the absence of questions we will proceed to the next 
item, Naval Base, Subic Bay, wherein you are asking for an appro- 
priation of $7,514,700. 

The plant value is $6,749,581; funded construction not in the plant 

value, $17,349,000; existing unfunded authorization, $5,446,000; the 
proposed 1956 authorization, $10,865, 000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $7,739,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
3108557 000. 

Admiral, you will present your justification for this request. 

Admiral Cuarx. Mr. Chairman, this represents another increment 
of our Philippine construction, and consists of a series of items, the 
lirst of which is for the construction and funding of the power plant 
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and the electric distribution system for the Subic Bay area. We ha( 
an increment in 1954 and in the fiscal year 1955. 

This is the third increment for the purchase and installation of power 
distribution and telephone systems in the area, and they are required 
to be in operation by July 1, 1956, when the air facility at Subic 
Point will be officially commissioned. 

Shall I proceed with the other items before your questions, sir? 

Mr. Suepparp. No, just a minute, please. 

Admiral CLark. There are more items for Subic Bay. 

Mr. Suepparpb. I see under your family housing item that you 
fail to delineate your unit costs here, having copied the procedure 
that we discussed prior to the lunch hour with relation to the Alaska 
situation, is that correct, Admiral? 

Admiral Cuiarx. This particular item here is only for the site 
development. If you are speaking of Item 6 we already have an 
existing authorization. 

Mr. SuHepparp. | was not speaking of Item 6. I was addressing 
myself to Item 1, which is reflected on the first page that I have before 
me under Naval Base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands. 

Admiral Perry. Item 1, Mr. Chairman, is power distribution and 
telephone system. 

Mr. SuHepparp. It may be in your book, but in the book I have 
here it is family housing. Maybe something has happened to my 
book. 

Admiral CLark. The item of $7,514,000? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

Admiral Ciark. That actually got into my book as the last item. 
This is for 373 sets of quarters, 15 for senior officers, 45 for junior 
officers, and 313 for enlisted men. 

Mr. SHepparp. Let us get ourselves oriented here. In making 
your justification, and I address myself to the $7,514,000, or your 
total figure. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. You have already justified what portion of it? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. There is another item for the site prepa- 
ration. 

Mr. SHepparpb. All right. 

Admiral CLark. Family housing, $7,514,700. | 

Mr. SHepparp. That is what I am inquiring into. 

So, proceed with your justification for $7,514,700. 

Admiral Ciark. This is for family housing, new facilities, including 
Cubi Point naval air facility. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

Admiral CLtarK. You can see from looking at the figures that the 
officer personnel and the enlisted personnel are due to increase very 
radically in the next vear. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Yes. 

Now, Admiral Perry, will you advise me as to whether this particular 
item of family housing has been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. No,sir. The same remark, Mr. Chairman, applies 
to this particular item of family housing as to the other items of family 
housing with which we have dealt earlier in the bill. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the cost factor? 

Admiral Perry. 1.5. 
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Mr. Anprews. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Turn over to your next page, gentlemen, if you 
will, and I find that we have a proposed project here for power dis- 
tribution, which is the next item, wherein you are asking for 
$3,058,000. Will you justify this request, please? 

Admiral Ciarx. This is part of the incremental buildup for the 
Philippine Island facilities. First in 1954 we got over $3 million for 
the design of the powerplant and the procurement of powerplant 
equipment, and in the fiscal year 1955 we got $2,754,000 for the 
construction of the concrete building for the plant. 

This is the third increment for the purpose of installation of the 
distribution and the telephone systems for the area, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice, Admiral, that you have this indicated 
under a star as lump sums. What do you define as a lump sum as 
expressed in the justifications I have before me? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, under item A, electrical distribu- 
tion, primary and secondary systems, in the detailed justification we 
have several hundred items which we break down, and it includes 
primary feeders to the systems within the following areas: the de- 
pendent housing area; to Olangapo Village; to the Naval Supply 
Annex; and to the Naval Station. That is what that includes. 

Mr. SuHepparD. In other words, your lump sum as reflected hypo- 
thetically under the $2,182,000 is an accumulation of a series of com- 
ponents and operations that go into the detail that you have in your 
breakdown in the justifications, is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Please give me the usual engineering informatioh 
on this project. 

Admiral Perry. This particular project was advance planned by 
Bently, Kellberg & Pugh of San Francisco, Calif. at a cost of $15,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Gentlemen, we turn the next page and come 
to item 2, enlisted men’s barracks, for which you are requesting 
$1,325,000. 

You will present your justification for that requirement, Admiral. 

Admiral CLark. This is the second item for Subie Bay, and is the 
first increment in the replacement program of deteriorated enlisted 
men’s barracks with permanent barracks. 

At the present time the men are quartered in quonset huts which 
were built during the war and have passed their designed life and 
badly require renewal. We are requesting a total of $1,325,000 for 
this first increment. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, has this item been engineered? 

_ Admiral Perry. All items on this page, Mr. Chairman, that is, 
items 2, 3, and 4, and including items 5 and 6 on sheets 3 and 4 were 
advance planned by the Bechtel Corp. of San Francisco, sir, at a cost 
of $44,150. 

_ Mr. Suepparp. All right, gentlemen, let us take the next item that 
is reflected in my book as enlisted men’s subsistence building where 
you are making a request for $783,000. Present your justification 
for that request, please, Admiral. 

_ Admiral CLarx. This, like the one preceding, sir, is for replacement. 
lhe existing galley, bakery, and messhall are all of World War II 
temporary construction and are deteriorated and too small to handle 
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something else. é 
Admiral Perry. It is a passageway, Mr. Chairman, between th: f7 
barracks and the subsistence building. . 


A Mr. SHEPPARD. I see. 

; All right, gentlemen, let us take up item 4, ‘Bachelor officers 

quarters and mess’’, wherein you are making your request fo 
$1,073,000. 


Admiral Ciark. This also is a replacement. The existing bachelor 
officers’ quarters consist of seven modified quonset huts which ar 
both inadequate in size and in an advanced state of deterioration 
Eventually we expect 160 officers will be required, but in this incre- 
ment that we are asking for authority to accommodate only § 
officers with a mess that will accommodate eventually 160 officers. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, specifically inquiring about quonse' 
huts, when those huts reach their present stage, is there any recovery 





‘ dollarwise? 
Admiral Perry. None at all, and particularly with respect to the 
a quonset huts in question here because they are of wartime vintage 


é and have long outlived their usefulness. Of course, there will be « 
certain amount of recoverable material that could be realized from the 
equipment that might be in those huts. For example, the toilets 


oe 
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a 
5 and lavatories. The toilets themselves could probably be used over. F 
4 Mr. SHepparp. But wherever there is value in appurtenances 0! FB” 
that character obviously they would be used if they are reusable? id 
L Admiral Perry. They will be used if they are reusable, you ar F 
. certainly right, sir. A 
E Mr. SHepparp. Let us take up item 5, “Infirmary,” where you ar F_ 
ft making a request for $1,500,000. Present your justification for this H 
R requirement, Admiral. a 


Admiral Cuark. This is the second increment for the infirmary (0 
provide adequate medical facilities to serve approximately 22,64 
persons who are eligible for medical care in the Subic area. The 


eae) BOSE 


as. 


; first increment is under construction, and that provided 26 beds. 

i This increment is for 32 beds and includes a mess hall, galley, and « 

, standby powerplant. A 
, Mr. Suepparp. All of the following items under 5 contribute to the { 
se same operation, do they not? 4 
a Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. This infirmary is located halfway F7 
FS between the naval station and the naval air station, and that is wh) 4 
A we have to have a garage and a small anesthetic storage at ths F- 
: locality. | 


, 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. What do you figure you are going to require in your 
steam and standby power there? What kilowatt delivery of emer- 
gency requirements would be the end result when you get your standby 
power for that purpose? 

Admiral Perry. I would have to supply that information for the 
record, Mr. Chairman, because I do not have it readily available. 

Mr. SHepparp. Very well. 

(The matter referred to is as follows:) 


The equipment will include one 300-kilowatt diesel generator. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. The gatehouse as expressed here I assume is typical 
of a gatehouse elsewhere, is it not? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The next item for Subic Bay is item 6, “Family 
housing site development,” for which you are requesting $3,426,000. 
You will make your presentation for that requirement, please, Admiral. 

Admiral Crark. This is the site development for family housing 
which was authorized by Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress and this 
year we are asking for ‘the appropriation to go ahead with that, sir. 
We asked for the authorization previously in order that plans could be 
firmed up, but the condition was such that we did not need the actual 
money to construct until this year, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the situation pertaining to engineering 
here? Isit the same as those you have previously referred to, Admiral 
Perry? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. In the case of this particular item it was 
advance planned by the Bechtel Corp., of San Francisco. The cost 


of this item and the previous item were included in the $44,150 total 


? 


mentioned under ‘‘Enlisted men’s barracks. 
Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions pertaining to the opera- 
tions to which we have been referring? 


FLEET AcTIVITIES, YOKOSUKA, JAPAN 


All right, we will turn over to the next tab, which is fleet activities, 
Yokosuka, Japan, wherein you are making a request for $6,540,800 
for family housing. 

[ note at this installation the plant value is $4,000,166; funded con- 
struction not in the plant value, $2,348,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $6,540,800; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $6,540,800; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $6,010,200. 

Will you proceed with your justification for that requirement, 
Admiral? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. We have a heavy requirement in Yoko- 
suka for family housing. This year we are asking for a total of 408 
units, 3 for senior officers of field grade, 79 for junior officers of com- 
pany grade, and 326 for enlisted. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see these are listed as the unit costs: For your 
senior officer of field grade the cost is $24,300, for your junior officer 
of company grade the cost is $18,240, and for your enlisted men the 
cost 1s $15,420. 

This is new and not a replacement in any of its aspects, is that 
correct { 
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Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparb. And this was engineered by whom, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. The same remark, Mr. Chairman, applies to this 
item of family housing as applied to the rest of them in that there has 
been no advance planning. Japan has a 1.2 cost factor. 

Mr. SHeprarD. Are there any questions, gentlemen, upon this issue? 

Mr. ANpREews. How many units of permanent housing do you 
have at this base at the present time? 

Admiral Ciark. I will ask Captain McFarland to answer that. 

Captain McFartanp. We have now 281 units of public quarters for 
officers and 679 for enlisted personnel which are considered adequate. 
They are, for the most part, under Army control a‘nd we utilize their 
housing. 

Mr. ANprReEws. So this will give you 408 additional units? 

Captain McFaruanp. Yes, sir. We have a net requirement, even 


using available community assets, which total 125 units, of 228 officer : 


and 551 enlisted and we are providing by this program for 82 officers 
and 326 enlisted. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SuepparD. This committee will stand adjourned subject to the 
call of the chair. 


Fripay, Jury 1, 1955. 
AVIATION FactLir1eEs—CoNTINENTAL 


Mr. SHepparpD. The committee will come to order. 

Admiral Russetu. I am Rear Adm. J. S. Russell, Chief of the 
Bureau of Aeronautics and have management responsibility for this 
portion of the program. 

Mr. SHepparp. Present your statement, please. 

Admiral Russetut. The Bureau of Aeronautics’ portion of the 
Navy’s fiscal year 1956 public works appropriation request totals 
$328,838,500.. Of this, $188,268,900 is requested for the development 
of aviation facilities within the continental limits of the United States 
and $140,569,600 is requested for the development of our stations 
overseas. 

Before going on with a detailed examination of individual projects, 
I would like to review, with you, the expanded and modernized base 
development program, designed for use by high-performance aircraft 
from which stems the need for the fiscal year 1956 funding program. 

The modern jet-propelled aircraft is a weapon of tremendous power, 
daily increasing the horizons of altitude and speed while shrinking the 
horizons of time and distance. They need longer runways on which 
to take off and land, more air room in which to work, more fuel to take 
them high and fast, and more people to keep them flying. 

The operations of modern jet-propelled aircraft have required 
complete reanalysis of airfields and base facilities, flying training areas, 
target and gunnery training areas, and airspace requirements of naval 
aviation. When the jets have completed their missions, they must 
be brought down rapidly and precisely to keep them from exhausting 
their fuel supply. Coming in fast from high and far and probably 
through an overcast sky, there is no time to search for the base, 
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hence the urgent need for the latest and best in navigation aids and 
electronic control equipment. The necessary flat-approach angles 
to runways dictate that obstructions be removed and rigid restrictions 
for obstac ‘le control be initiated. Because of their high speeds, the 
margin for pilot error in jets is low as is the time for pilot reaction to 
a hazardous situation. Every effort must be made to eliminate 
airfield hazards. 

Your attention has been invited in the past by both the Air Force 
and the Navy to the fact that, because of the blast from the jet 
engine, parking areas must be larger and both par king areas and 
taxiways must be heat and blast resistant and of heavier construction. 
High rates of fuel consumption require more fuel storage and arrange- 
ments to provide high rates of fuel delivery to the aircraft. 

As we modernize our aircraft carriers with stronger and angled 
flight decks, steam catapults, and improved arresting gear, so must 
we modernize the aircraft facilities ashore which support the fleet. 

This disparity between the World War II aviation facilities and 
those required for our new aircraft is tremendous. This situation 
was foreseen several years ago and plans were developed to link 
modernization with expansion of the Shore Establishment with the 
idea in mind that new construction could proceed in a logical manner 
and efficient facilities would be constructed at a minimum cost. 

You are familiar with the broad outlines of the plan with its master 
jet fields and supporting fields for specialized missions such as carrier- 
landing practice, gunnery and bombing, and navigation. These 
complexes, in their turn, are supported by a seaport and industrial 
station which provide major aircraft overhaul and repair facilities, 
and in most eases, berths for aircraft carriers. 

In addition to the foregoing fleet-support stations, there are stations 
whose functions provide other essential elements of naval aviation. 
The training stations which produce new naval aviators and now must 
provide increasing numbers of jet pilots; research and development 
stations, which are a part of the essential design, development engi- 
neering, test and evaluation process so vital to the forward progress 
of naval aviation; specialized stations to support the design, develop- 
ment, test and tactical evaluation of new weapons and weapons 
systems; the Naval Reserve air stations where our aviation Reserve 
keeps ready ; our overseas stations located strategically throughout 
the world. 

The authorization of the Third Marine Air Wing as part of the 
Navy’s air strength has created the need for a permanent base for 
the home-por ting of the groups and squadrons of which this wing is 
comprised. It is planned to develop the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air 
Station, Beaufort, S. C., as a permanent base for the Third Marine 
Air Wing. To that end, $11, 096,000 was authorized in fiscal year 1955 
for the major initial increment of this development. A second incre- 
ment of appropriation is requested in this program to continue that 
development. 

So much for the basic plan to expand and modernize the naval 
aviation shore establishment. Originally, it was estimated that the 
total cost of the entire modernization and expansion program would be 
something over a billion dollars, and that the program could be 
completed within a 4-year period. Ensuing events have caused 
changes in both estimated costs and times of completion. Interna- 
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tional tensions have increased the need for aircraft, aircraft carriers, 
and shore facilities. The role of naval aviation in continental air 
defense has been expanded and more clearly defined. The need for 
more family housing at our stations has been recognized. Costs of 
construction have risen. Nevertheless, much progress has been made, 
and though we are just starting in some areas, we are close to com- 
pletion of the original program in others. 

High performance aircraft are supplanting piston-engine aircraft as 
fast as it is possible to do so. The total operating strength of naval 
aviation has increased but slightly during the past several years to 
its present approximately 10,000 aircraft. On- the other hand, the 
number of jet aircraft within this operating strength will rise to an 
estimated 4,400 by the end of fiscal year 1957. Since many of the 
facilities requested in the 1956 publie works program could not be 
completed by that time, it can be appreciated that the major portion 
of this funding program constitutes present-day requirements of naval 
aviation. 

The fiscal year 1956 public works funding program will constitute 
a substantial and required step forward in providing a modern shore 
establishment for naval aviation. The objectives to be achieved are 
outlined briefly as follows: 

(1) Continue the development program for major fleet-support sta- 
tions to insure a high degree of readiness for airgroups and antisub- 
marine squadrons. 

(2) Provide modern airfield facilities in the Naval Air Training 
Command to provide an annual output of properly trained pilots to 
the fleet and ultimately to the Naval Reserve. This requirement 
dictates that two new airfields be developed in the south Texas and 
Louisiana areas. 

(3) Continue the modernization of the Navy’s aircraft overhaul and 
repair establishments. 

(4) Undertake a major program for obstruction removal and ac- 
quisition of property rights for flight safety and to guard against 
obsolescence of our plant account. 

(5) Provide facilities for the operation of that portion of continental 
defense and early warning which has been assigned naval aviation. 

(6) Continue to develop those facilities required to support the 
research and development programs of naval aviation. 

(7) Provide 1,603 units of family housing in areas in which housing 
is a critical requirement. 

(8) Provide the first funding increment for the construction of a 
modern airfield to provide flight indoctrination facilities for midship- 
men at the United States Naval Academy. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the total amount of funds that you have 
had from the Congress in the past fiscal year for aviation facilities? 

Mr. Hanasoury. Last year naval aviation received 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I mean in new money. 





Mr. Hanapury. In new money approximately $50 million. 

Mr. SHepparp. What was your carryover that was obligated? 

Mr. Hanasury. I will have to ask the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
to furnish the carryover, sir. 

Captain McHenry. About 60 percent was obligated. 

Mr. Chairman, we will furnish the exact figure for the record. 
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Mr. SHpepparp. Off the récord. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Supply a complete recap of the amount of new 
money that you receive d. the amount of unexpended and unobligated 
funds you carried over from the past year that would add to your new 
money for the present fiscal year, and I want you to delineate what it 
was expended for and where and by whom. I mean by that, the 
contracts you issued. It might take you some time to get that inform- 
ation together, but I want it ‘completely available by the time we mark 
up this bill. We want to know from a committee point of view exactly 
in detail the expenditures under the Facilities Act. 

Captain McHenry, are you from the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
and responsible for accumulating that information? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Very well. 

(The information requested may be found on page 367.) 


NavaL Auxmiary LanpInG Fretp, Anice-ORANGE Grove AREA, 
rT. 
lexXas 


Mr. Sueprarp. We will pick up the first item that appearsfin"the 
justifications under “Naval aviation,” which is the naval auxiliary 
landing field, Alice-Orange Grove area, Texas, two items, “Taxiway 
and parking apron’ ’ and “Land acquisition and relocation of utilities,”’ 
wherein your appropriation request for fiscal 1956 is $1,487,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funde d construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $1,996,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,487,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $1,487,000; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $2,200,000. 

Will you make your presentation for these requirements? 

Captain McKinney. Mr. Chairman, I am Capt. Eugene B. 
McKinney, director of staff, Shore Station Development Board, 
Office of Chief of Naval Operations. 

The first item is a taxiway and parking apron for which we are 
requesting $948,000. This taxiway and parking area is needed to 
provide for rapid clearance of the runway to allow landings due to 
poor student technique, low fuel, or other emergencies. It is urgently 
required for jet pilot training. 

The second item is land acquisition and relocation of utilities, for 
which we are requesting $539,000. We are requesting $536, 000 for 
the acquisition of 925 acres of land in fee and $3,000 for drainage ease- 
ments on 14 acres of private lands. This field has been designated by 
the Chief of Naval Operations as a field carrier landing practice field, 
which makes it necessary to acquire land to a distance of 4,000 feet 
from the ends of the runways to provide proper safety clearance in the 
approach zones. 

The total for the two items is $1,487,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this particular project been engineered, and if 
so by whom and when? 

Captain McHenry. It has been engineered within the past 6 
months by Mitchell & Hunt of San Antonio, Tex., for $12,000. 
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NavaL Auxintiary Arr Station, Barin Frieip, Fouey, Ava. 


Mr. SHeprparp. The next item is the naval auxiliary air station, 
Barin Field, Foley, Ala., wherein your appropriation request. is 
$151,000. 

The plant value is $5,964,409; funded construction not in plant 
value, $50,000; existing unfunded authorization, $157,622; the pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $560,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$560,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, $3,641,000. 

Proceed. 

Captain McKinney. The request for $151,000 for runway and 
taxiway lighting is to replace the old flare pots that are presently in 
use. The flare pots are highly unsatisfactory and unreliable and 
require men, time, and money and are a hazard even to experienced 
pilots. For student training we should have the best lighting possible. 

Mr. Suepparp. Describe a transformer vault for me, please. 

Captain McHenry. A transformer vault is a reinforced concrete 
structure which houses the transformer and provides a safety barrier 
between the electrically energized parts and people in the area. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Is this type of installation standard? 

Captain McHenry. There are inside transformer substations and 
outdoor transformer substations. Where it is outdoors the station 
is usually enclosed with a wire fence with proper guards, whereas 
indoors it is enclosed with a vault which has explosionproof capabili- 
ties. It is standard procedure, indoors, to build a vault. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Has this project been engineered and if so by 
whom and when? 

Captain McHenry. It has been engineered by the public works 
officer of the Naval Air Basic Command within the past 6 months at 
Government expense. 


Navat Auxiniary Arr Station, Cuase Frevp, Bervitiz, Tex. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item which is the “Naval 
auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Beeville, Tex.,”’ wherein you are 
asking for a total appropriation of $1,413,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $3,465,595; funded 
construction not in plant value, $7,671,400; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,065,500; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $2,065,500; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $2,697,000. 

Will you proceed with your justification of these items? 

Captain McKinney. The first item is a fueling station, for which 
we are requesting $284,000. Analysis has proven it is more economical 
to fuel jet aircraft from these fueling stations than from refueler trucks. 

The next item is for an enlisted men’s club to provide recreational 
facilities for approximately 1,700 men, together with their dependents 
and guests. The presently existing facilities are inadequate and we 
are requesting $203,000 for an enlisted men’s club. 

The next item is a chief petty officers’ club, for which we are 
requesting $100,000, to provide adequate recreational facilities for 
approximately 150 chief petty officers together with their dependents 
and guests. This is an isolated station and they need these facilities. 

Mr. Suepparp. And there are no such facilities now? 
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Captain McKinney. No, sir. 

The next item is commissioned officers’ mess (open), for which we 
are requesting $307,000, to provide recreational facilities for 525 
commissioned officers and officer students together with their de- 
pendents and guests. The present facilities consist of a smal] lounge 
located in one of the bachelor officer quarters buildings and it is 
not adequate in size or facilities for the purpose required. 

The next item is a supply facility, for which we are requesting 
$300,000. The present supply facilities are deficient to the extent of 
about 40,000 square feet. We need this covered space to provide 
the supply facilities required at this station. 

The next item is a lean-to to an existing building to provide a photo- 
graphic laboratory, for which we are requesting $41,000. _ This facility 
will be used for developing gun camera film exposed daily in connec- 
tion with gunnery training, and because of the nature of these films 
they cannot readily be processed by commercial companies. 

Mr. SHepparpD. You have no like facilities there now? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Take up the next item. 

Captain McKinney. We are requesting a total of $178,000 for the 
acquisition of approximately 325 acres of land in fee and 29 acres in 
drainage easements, plus drainage structures. 

The acquisition of the 325 acres in fee is for the construction of the 
new parallel runway for jet aircraft. Drainage easements are required 
on an additional 29 acres of off-station property. 

Mr. SHepparD. Last March we had a reprograming request sub- 
mitted to us, acquiesced in by the committee at that time, at Chase 
Field, and I wonder why the land acquisition was not included in that 
request. You had a parallel runway of 8,000 feet, $289,000. What 
has happened that you have the time hiatus in here? 

Captain McKinney. The city leases a terminal area in the center 
of this airfield and to remove the interference caused by the city 
terminal area requires the acquisition of 38 acres adjacent to the 
station and the conveyance of 27% acres over to the city. 

Mr. SHepparp. Why was it not in the request at that time? 

Mr. Hanasury. Mr. Chairman, I talked to you about the repro- 
graming a few months ago. The answer to your question is that we 
needed the money to go ahead and prepare the plans and specifications. 
We need this land to build that runway included in that reprograming 
request. We have not awarded any contract and we must have the 
money for the land. 

Mr. SHepparpD. That is obvious but why did you not ask for it at 
that time? 

_Mr. Hanasury. We did not have the authority for land acquisi- 
tion. We are primarily trying to get authority. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see. Take up the next item in the justifications, 
please. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is family housing for Chase 
Field, for which we are requesting $540,500. 

This is for 2 sets of senior officer quarters, 5 sets of junior officer 
quarters, and 33 sets of enlisted men’s quarters. Private housing in 
nearby communities is not available in sufficient quantities to supply 
the needs of this station. 

Mr. Suepparp. How long has this station been in existence? 
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Captain McKinney. This field was established in 1943. It was 
disestablished in 1947 and reactivated in 1953. 

Mr. SuHepparp. What is the present cause for the expansion and 
overhaul of this base to the extent that is reflected in the requests 
under consideration, and what are you contemplating doing there 
that you have not done as far as new requirements are concerned? 
Replacements because of obsolescence and so on, we can understand, 
but what are the new requirements? 

Captain McKinney. This is an auxiliary air station. The Naval 
Air Advance Training Command in South Texas consists of a number 
of fields, and these items are all related to the increased tempo of 
training of jet pilots. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Where is the closest training field of like character? 

Captain McKinney. This is in the Corpus Christi complex. 

Mr. SHepparp. It is under the command of Pensacola? 

Admiral Russe.u. No; it is all under Admiral Doyle and the naval 
advance training is in this area, which is another command. 

Captain McKinney. The Corpus Christi complex includes Chase, 
Seen Cabaniss, Kingsville, and we are requesting Port 

sabel. 

Admiral Russe.u. We have a chart showing the fields in the Corpus 
Christi complex. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the total mileage separating those bases 
from minimum to maximum? 

Mr. Hanasury. Chase Field is 55 miles from Corpus Christi. 
Cabaniss is 10 miles from Corpus Christi and it will probably be 
phased out because this complex was designed for basic trainer 
propeller-driven type aircraft and now we are in a jet program. At 
Chase Field the expansion program is primarily because of the transi- 
tion to the jet program and going from 1,000 to 3,100 pilots per year. 

Mr. Suepparp. Does the Air Force have any bases in that area? 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes; Harlingen, Moore, and Laredo; and in the 
San Antonio area, Kelly, Hondo, Randolph, and Brooks. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. Osrertac. You made mention of going from 1,000 to how 
many? 

Mr. Hanasury. From about 1,000 in 1950 to 3,100. 

Admiral Russreuu. Per year. 

Mr. Hanasury. We are in the 3,100 training now. 

Mr. Ostrertagc. That will be your capacity? 

Mr. Hanasury. No, sir. That is our ultimate peacetime pilot 
output. 

Mr. Ostrertag. Will the capacity of the field meet your full require- 
ments in time of mobilization? 

Mr. Hanapury. The mobilization figure will probably not change 
at that field. We are building it up to its capacity for peacetime. 

Mr. SHepparD. Has this project been engineered and if so by 
whom and when? 

Captain McHenry. Item 1 was advance planned within the past 
6 months. Items 2, 3, 4, and 5 were advance planned by Forrest 
and Cotton of Dallas, Tex., within the past 6 months for $1,200, 
$600, $1,800, and $1,800, respectively. Item 6, the lean-to to existing 
building 1031 for a photographic laboratory, was advance planned by 
the public-works officer at Corpus Christi. 
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The housing was not advance planned. The estimates were estab- 
lished by criteria handed to us by higher authority. 

Mr. SuepparpD. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


Nava Arr Station, Corpus Curisti, TEx. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, which is the “Naval 
Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex.,’’ wherein you are requesting a total 
of $664,000, made up of 3 items. I note at this installation the plant 
value is $55,890,001; funded construction not in plant value, 
$2,952,000; existing unfunded authorization, $495,236; the proposed 
1956 authorization, $1,041,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$1,041,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, $25,111,- 
000. Make your presentation. 

Captain McKinney. The first item is a radar air-traffic-control 
center, for which we are requesting $607,000. This facility is required 
to provide an air-traffic-control system for handling the heavy air 
traffic, operating at high altitudes and at the high speeds of modern 
jet aircraft. The existing traffic-control system has a range of only 
30 miles and can handle only 1 aircraft at a time for precision approac 
and landing. Present conditions require a system with a range of 
100 miles and the capability of controlling and directing all air traffic 
within that range. 

This facility is also essential to training in pilots’ instrument flight 
operations. 

The next item is “Land acquisition,’ for which we are requesting 
92,000. This would provide for the acquisition from the State of 
1,731 acres of accreted and submerged land bordering the station along 
the waterfront. When we dredged the seaplane base the soil was put 
on submerged land owned by the State of Texas. Improvements 
were constructed on the accreted lands during World War II. Title 
to the land is to be acquired from the State of Texas to protect our 
interests in these improvements. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is there any contemplated problem in connection 
with the acquisition of this land? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. The estimated cost will be only 
$2,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Proceed. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is a building to house an explo- 
sive decompression chamber, for which we are requesting $55,000. 
Equipment to be housed in the building is used to simulate conditions 
encountered by pilots at high altitudes and to train the pilots in the 
use of special flight-gear escape procedures, familiarizing them with 
the sensation of rapid decompression such as occurs when they may 
be forced to abandon a plane or the cabin loses pressure. It also is 
required for testing pilots’ high altitude flight gear and conduct research 
on equipment for increasingly higher altitude flight conditions. 

Mr. Suepparp. This is nothing new; is it? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. We are trying to establish these at 
other stations. It is connected with high-altitude flights. 

ae, eas Captain McHenry, have these items been engi- 
neered? 
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Captain McHenry. They have been, by Lockwood Andrews of 
Houston, Tex., in the last 6 months, $1,900 and $170, respectively. 

Mr. SHepparp. All items have been engineered by the same firm? 

Captain McHenry. There are only two items. 

Mr. SueprarD. They were both engineered by the same firm? 

Captain McHenry. They were. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. Ostertac. Do I understand that under item 2 $2,000 is to be 
provided for land acquisition? 

Captain McKinney. That is right. 

Mr. Ostertac. Do I read this correctly that there are 1,731 
acres? 

Captain McKinney. Yes. It is accreted land. When we dredged 
the seaplane base we filled it in and it is owned by the State of Texas. 

Mr. Ostertaa. In its present state it has ho value? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir, because we have several buildings 
and improvements on it, but the State is willing to let us have it for 
that nominal price. 

Mr. OstertTaG. You mean you are acquiring 1,731 acres for $2,000? 

Captain McKinney. In fee; yes, sir. 

Mr. OsrertaG. Is there any special reason for the very nominal 
price of this land? 

Captain McKinney. It is just a nominal consideration, Mr. 
Ostertag. 

Mr. Ostertaa. I take it the State of Texas is willing to deed over 
to the United States Government this large acreage for a nominal fee 
in order to have you locate there? 

Captain McKrnney. Yes, sir; and there was a mutual under- 
standing when the land was filled. This really covers title search 
and drawing up the necessary legal documents. 

Captain McHenry. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. As I interpret the situation, originally you had a 
tideland situation there, a marsh situation, in which the title was 
vested in the State of Texas. In order to put the land in a status of 
utilization the Navy filled on top of the land but did not change the 
nature of the land so now you are going to the State and want title 
in fee? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; just to clear up the title. 

Mr. Ostertaa. I think the record should be clear so that there will 
be no misunderstanding as to what this $2,000 represents. 


Navat Arr Station, Giynco, Ga. 


Mr. SuHepparD. We will now pick up the next item, which is the 
Naval Air Station, Glynco, Ga., wherein you are requesting $2,232,000 
covering six proposals. 

The first has to do with a maintenance hangar and parking apron, 
for which you are requesting $1,299,000. Give us an explanation of 
all the requirements under that subhead. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $12,876,990; funded 
construction not in plant value, $13,234,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, $346,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,106,000; 
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the proposed 1956 appropriation, $3,510,600 and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $17,181,000. 

Captain McKinney. Until recently this had been a lighter-than-air 
station and we established the combat intelligence school there for 
the training of advanced air controllers, and in connection with that 
training, an 8,000-foot runway was authorized in 1952. We are 
requesting this maintenance hangar as a facility in connection with 
the heavier-than-air aircraft. We do have two existing airship hangars 
there which will continue to be in use. As you will note, the planned 
capacity for this station in 1957 will be 87 heavier-than-air aircraft 
and 12 lighter-than-air ships. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. One can only conclude from looking at your justi- 
fications that a major portion of this item is for stabilization of soil. 
Captain McKinney. I will ask Captain McHenry to justify that. 

Captain McHenry. That is item b, the parking apron? 

Mr. SHepparpD. Yes. But you are still stabilizing? 

Captain McHenry. That is correet. The subsoil had to be sta- 
hilized. 

Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is “Roads, parking areas, walks, 
and services,” for which we are requesting $173,000. This is required 
in order that the emergency fire, crash, and ambulance equipment can 
be readily available. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. On this parking area, I notice it is to be a combina- 
tion of asphalt and concrete. That is an innovation, is it not? 

Captain McKinney. That is just for the hangar area. 

Mr. SHepparD. They are using concrete, | presume, to get away 
from spoilage from jet leakage and so on? 

Captain McKinney. Part of this will be for auto parking as well. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What I am trying to get at is, is there a line of 
demarcation between concrete and asphalt and black top. You are 
not going into asphalt for automobiles? 

Admiral Cuark. For trucks. 

Mr. SHepparD. That is where you get into your big problem of 
spoilage from leakage and so on? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. The item includes asphaltic concrete 
pavement as differentiated from portland cement concrete pavement. 

Mr. SHepparp. Proceed with the next item. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is a public works transporta- 
tion shop, for which we are requesting a total of $166,000. This item 
is to provide shop space for a public works garage. The total area 
required is 12,000 square feet based on the workload of maintaining 
284 items of transportation, construction, and aircraft fueling equip- 
ment. The present shop space is only about 4,500 square feet, leav- 
ing a deficiency of about 8,000 square feet. 

The next item is a public works ‘offices, shop, stores building, and 
shop facilities,” for which we are requesting $248,000. This item in- 
cludes office space, shop building, and shop stores space for storage 
of furniture, public works materials, tools, and various equipment 
which are required to support the maintenance activities. Without 
these facilities, the public works department cannot properly support 
station maintenance and operating activities in an efficient manner. 
he present shops are scattered over a wide area in various buildings 
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throughout the station, leading to inadequate supervision of employees 
in the public works department, and loss of time by employees travel- 
ing to and from various shops. ‘The shops that will be vacated by 
reason of the construction of this building will be used for needed 
warehouse space. 

Mr. SuepparpD. In other words, you will use all the buildings you 
will vacate? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Is it to be assumed that the centralization of this 
activity will effect certain economies, and if so to approximately what 
degree? You are certainly not going into this centralization just for 
doing so. 

Captain McKinney. No, Mr. Chairman. This will effect econ- 


omies in cost and in efficiency of operation. I do not have a figure on 
that. 


Mr. Ostrertaa. In what way? 

Captain McKinney. The present shops are scattered and are not 
suitable for the functions they are performing. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the character of the buildings you are va- 
cating? Are they temporary-type structures? 

Captain McHenry. Temporary frame structures. There are only 
4,500 square feet available today against a requirement for 12,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. So it is a combination of not only saving time and 
improving efficiency but supplying additional square footage required? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, plus the cost of maintenance on all these 
temporary buildings. 

Mr. Suepparp. Of course if you will continue using the buildings 
you will still have to maintain them. 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. So there will be no economy there? 

Captain McHenry. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Go to the next item. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is fuel storage. This was 
authorized under Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress. This station 
has no existing jet fuel storage and in July, this month, 30 jet aircraft 
will be assigned to this station for operational in-training flights in 
connection with the combat intelligence officers’ school, and this jet 
fuel storage is required for the jet aircraft. 

Mr. Suepparp. We had a report emanating from the General 
Accounting Office in which they concur in the recommendation you 
are making now, but they want to go farther than you people appar- 
ently are willing to go, unless it has been cut out from the time the 
budget started to us until the time we received it. They suggest you 
put a pipeline from the source of your oil to point of delivery. What 
is wrong with their recommendation? 

Mr. Hanapsury. It is a fine recommendation and we concur in it. 
I discussed it with the GAO representative who made the survey and 
we plan to program it for next year. It is a matter of how much 
we can expend in 1 year. 

Mr. Ostertac. Why do you wait for the GAO to tell you what is 
the right thing to do? You have your own advance planning and so 
on, and why is that not part and parcel of what is the right thing to 
do rather than having the GAO tell you what you are doing wrong? 
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Mr. Hanasury. I do not think they are telling us what we are 
domg wrong. We have made an exhaustive study of our fields and 
in many instances we have put in pipeline up to 20 miles where 
economies are effected. In Miramar we did it. One reason we have 
not programed it so far for this station is that our operations down 
there are not intensive yet. We concur wholeheartedly with the 
GAO. 

Mr. SuepparD. They say here that the use of a pipeline would 
result in an annual saving of $104,800 in transportation cost, or suffi- 
cient to amortize the cost of the pipeline facilities in approximately 
28 months. Of course all the policy this committee has been exposed 
to has been indicative of the fact that the first consideration is 
economy. So here apparently we have not caught up with the eco- 
nomic appeal, if I may use that terminology. 

Captain McHenry. The advance planning for this station envi- 
sions the pipeline. We are requesting $2,232,000 for the present 
increment. This shows $17 million for a subsequent development. 
That pipeline will be one of those increments. 

Mr. SuHepparD. I gather the reason it is not in here is based on the 
fact the Navy feels you want to create the usability and put in the 
pipeline at that time; is that right? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. I assume next year we will be confronted with this 
request. Is that a reasonable assumption? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, it is. 

Mr. SHepparD. Pick up the next item. 

Captain McKinney. We have a request for family housing at this 
station. 

Mr. SHepparp. That is in the amount of $1,058,600? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEepparp. Proceed. 

Captain McKinney. This item is to provide 13 junior officer 
quarters and 67 enlisted men’s quarters. Family housing is urgently 
needed for military personnel at this station. The need for housing 
is critical due to the scheduled opening of the combat information and 
air controller school this year. This is a first increment of the total 
housing requirement. You will note this was authorized under Public 
Law 765 of the 83d Congress. 

_Mr. SHepparp. You are advancing your family housing construc- 
tionwise to take care of the on-board requirements? 

Captam McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is your lapse or void in your family housing 
requirements presently on this base? 

Captain McFarnanp. We now have 2 permanet officer quarters on 
this base and we have community support of 122 units; 53 officer 
units and 69 enlisted-men units. ‘There is a gross requirement of 282 
officer uaits and 93 enlisted units and a net requirement of 237 officer 
units and 524 enlisted that are not now met. The request is for 13 
officer units and 67 enlisted-men units. 

Mr. SHepparp. Does that mean you are short 761 units? 

Captain McFar.anp. That is right. This is the first increment of 
the continuing program. 

Mr. SHepparp. As I figure it, that will still leave you short 681. 
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Captain McFaruanp. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. I call your attention to certain excerpts from our 
report on the supplemental appropriation bill, 1955, and I quote: 

The cost estimates presented to the committee by the Department on these 
type facilities were in many instances considerably higher than similar costs in 
the Air Force. With this restudy in mind the committee has deleted requests for 
certain common-type facilities. At naval air station, Cecil Field, Fla., the 
parachute building and ordnance facilities have been denied. Fuel-storage 
facilities at the naval auxiliary air station, Glynco, Ga., at the naval auxiliary 
air station, Kingsville, Tex., and the Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, 
S. C., have also been deleted. 

Fire and crash stations at (listing a number of stations) “have been 
denied”’ and “‘ammunition storage facilities’ at certain stations listed 
here “have been denied for the same reason.” 

What, if anything, as a result of the committee’s comment in that 
report, has been done in compliance with the suggestions therein, as 
applied to your budget? 

Captain McHenry. There was one item at Glynco, Ga., fuel- 
storage facilities, that was denied on the ground the Air Force figure 
was considerably lower. A review of the aviation fuel-storage item 
indicates the Air Force items were for above-ground storage in larger 
tanks. The fuel-storage items denied were in all cases for under- 
ground storage. Placing them underground is more costly than above 
ground and the Navy’s policy of fuel storage underground is supported 
by the Department of Defense. 

Mr. SHepparpd. Any questions on this item? 

Mr. Osrertac. Admiral, this naval air station, and I take it most 
of your naval air stations, are built and maintained to support the 
fleet and general naval operations? 

Admiral Russeuu. Yes, sir. This is classified as a training station. 

Mr. OstertaG. For that reason it is practical to have it in some 
strategic location along the coastline? 

Admiral Russeuu. It is located at Glynco primarily because of air 
traffic conditions. This involves the control of fighters in the air and 
it is difficult to find locations anywhere for this purpose. 

Mr. Osrertac. In connection with this project there is no land 
acquisition involved; is that correct? 

Admiral Russeuu. I believe not. We are leasing a total of thirty- 
four-thousand-odd acres. We do have easements for approaches to 
the field. I believe we need title to land or an avigation easement for 
the elimination of obstructions to the flight path. 

Mr. OsrertAG. I have been glancing through your statement which 
gives the total amount of money involved in this program, but the 
thought occurred to me that there is no way of telling how this expan- 
sion program looks by way of total land acquisition and the abandon- 
ment, if any, of facilities here in the United States. 

Admiral CLarx. We will come to that item all grouped together 
and explain each station, what generated the requirement, how much 
we will take in fee, how much in avigation easements, and we have a 
movie that shows the need for introducing this avigation easement 
problem this year. 

Mr. OsrertaGc. Admiral, will it show the picture in a package? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 





Mr. Ostertac. How much we are expanding, what it will amount 
to. what we have and what we are abandoning for some reason or 
another? 

Admiral Cuiark. It will show you both as a package and the items 
detailed geographically. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Captain McKinney. In addition, we have supplied a list of the 
proposed land acquisition and avigation clearance and it is already 
a part of the record. 

Mr. Osrrertaa. Is that in the record? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrertag. I have no further questions on this, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. One closing question Captain McHenry, have all 
these increments been engineered? 

Captain McHenry. Items 1, 2, 3, and 4 have been engineered by 
Patchen & Zimmerman, of Augusta, Ga., within the past 6 months 
for $10,300. Item 5 was engineered by Robert & Co., of Atlanta, 
Ga., for $3,000. The family housing was not engineered. The 
estimates were established by criteria prepared by the Department of 
Defense. 

Nava Arr Station, Hurcuinson, Kans. 


Mr. SHeppakp. We will pick up the next item, ‘‘Naval air station, 
Hutchinson, Kans.,”’ wherein you are requesting $81,000 for replace- 
ment of a steam distribution system. I note at this installation the 
plant value is $16,028,419; funded construction not in plant value, 


none; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 
authorization, $81,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $81,000; and 
the estimated future appropriation required, $4,847,000. Will you 
explain this item, please? 

Captain McKinney. The existing steam distribution system was 
installed over 12 years ago. Because of lack of maintenance during 
the period 1946 to 1952, adverse soil conditions, and poor material, 
the system has become badly corroded. Leaks in the lines are so 
numerous that it is impossible to maintain operating pressures. 
Maintenance of the lines is a continuous and expensive operation. 
This item is for replacement of approximately 4,500 linear feet of the 
existing underground system with new aboveground lines. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words replacement is necessary because of 
the length of time that the lines have been underground and the 
leakage that has developed, and to save the steam. 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. It was determined by your engineering people 
that it is advisable to renew the entire system? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has this project been engineered? 

Captain McHenry. It has been engineered by the Capital En- 
gineering Co., of Topeka, Kans., within the last 6 months. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, we do have a $25,000 contractual 
availability under post commands, do we not? . 

Captain McHenry. Subject to approval of the Chief of the 
Management Bureau; yes, sir, when it involves new construction. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Beyond $25,000; no. 

Captain McHenry. Beyond $25,000, the Congress may see it. If 
a project is determined to be urgently required in the interest of 
national defense, it may be funded by annual maintenance and 
operations appropriations. Such projects may be approved by the 
Secretary of the Navy in amounts up to $50,000, and by the Secretary 
of Defense up to $200,000. If it can be foreseen in time to be included 
in a public works program and we can accept the delay, the criteria 
require its inclusion in the public works program. The authority 
to do this is included in the general provisions of the annual appropria- 
tions acts for the military services. 

Mr. SHepparp. And that is strictly adhered to? 

Captain McHenry. Here is a specific example, sir; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Of course that is what I expect to find out when [ 
get the report that I asked for. 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. This plant, according to the justifications, is valued 
at $16 million, plus, and this repair or replacement of the steam 
plant amounts to $81,000. However, in your estimated future 
appropriation required, you are pointing out the need for an additional 
$4,847,000. What would be the nature of that additional require- 
ment? 

Major Fenton. We have replacement of steam systems in various 
buildings, supply warehouse, replacement of cold storage building, 
motor pool building, replacement of old temporary building, aviation 
storage and distribution, and 110 sets of quarters, administration 
building, enlisted men’s club, chapel and aviation hangar. 

Mr. Ostrpertaa. Is that programed for some future time, or is that 
just your estimate for some years in the future? 

Major Fenton. That is the estimate for the future. Part of it 
will be in the 1957 program, and the remainder in 1958. 

Mr. OstertaG. But there is no timetable? 

Major Fenton. Yes, sir; the next 2 years. 


Navaut Auxitrary Arr Station, Kinesvitie, Tex. 


Mr. Suepparp. The next item is the naval auxiliary air station, 
Kingsville, Tex., in which 10 requirements are expressed totaling 
$3,951,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $18,458,471; funded 
construction not in plant value, $5,982,000; existing unfunded au- 
thorization, $265,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,955,000; 
the proposed 1956 appropriation, $4,220,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $9,548,000. 

Pick up the first item reflected as “Aircraft maintenance hangar” 
and present the justification for that request. 

Captain McKinney. This is for the first increment, for a total of 
$1,358,000. This provides a modern aircraft maintenance hangar to 
get the repair work which is presently being done outdoors and sub- 
jected to the weather, dust, and such, under cover. The existing five 
wooden hangars are not sufficient to handle the existing load there. 

Mr. Suepparp. What are you going to do with the old hangars; 
are you going to move them, utilize them, and what is considered 
their present value? 





Reece tho ere 


ie ee 


ae 








If 
, of 
and 
the 
ary 
led 
ria 
‘ity 
rla- 


Led 
am 
ire 
nal 
re- 


us 
1g, 
on 
on 






































eC 









lad EE EE GO OR CRE 





nes 


Siri ast ord os Ae 





— 
eae 
Ses ae 


109 


Admiral Russgeuyi. They will be used. 
Mr. Hanasury. I can only give you a rough estimate. The 
estimated total value of the hangars there now is about $1.2 million. 
Of course they were built m 1942 and 1943. 

Mr. SaepparD. Would you consider they are entirely an 18 to 20 
percent writeoff? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes, sir, I certainly would. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see the next heavy item that appears under this 
is concrete apron, $180,000. 

Captain McKinney. That is the apron around the maintenance 
hangar where the planes are parked prior to the time they are hauled 
inside for repair. 

Mr. SuepparD. Pick up the next item, “Control tower,’’ where you 
are asking for $134,000. 

Captain McKinney. This is for the south field and this is to re- 
place the existing control tower which is a four-story wooden structure 
in very poor condition. The station has attempted to patch it up from 
time to time, to steady it with guy wires, but it is in such bad condition 
they are afraid it will fall down. 

Mr. SHepparD. You do not have to explain it. I have been on the 
base and seen it and it should have been replaced long ago. 

Pick up the next item 3, ‘Parachute loft,’’ where you are asking for 
$126,000. Give us the explanation for that, please. 

Captain McKinney. The former loft was burned down in 1952 and 
now we have no parachute loft on this station. The parachutes are 
presently transported to Corpus Christi, which is a very costly and 
time-consuming procedure. 

Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item, “Radar air traffic control 
center,” where you want $392,000. What is the explanation for this 
item? 

Captain McKinney. This is to control heavy air traffic and is the 
same as the traffic control center previously explained under ‘Corpus 
Christi.” 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, this is comparable with the others 
in the requirements? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Give us the explanation for the bachelor officers’ 
quarters and mess, for which you are asking for $737,000. 

Captain McKinney. This station has a planned load of 269 officers 
and 418 officer students. The existing capacity is 208 in 4 temporary 
BOQ’s, and this will leave a deficiency still of 82 officers and officer 
students. 

Mr. SHepparb. Are you addressing yourself to item No. 5? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; the BOQ and mess. 

Mr. SHepparp. How many officers, did you say? 

Captain McKinney. The planned load is 260 officers and 418 
officer students. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Pick up the next item. 

Captain McKinney. The next item, is “Commissioned officers’ 
mess, open,” for which we are requesting $328,000. The existing 
open mess consists of a small area in one of the subsistence buildings, 
which is entirely inadequate under the criteria established by the 

Department of Defense. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item, “Supply warehouse,” where 
you are asking for $236,000. Why is this structure required? 

Captain McKinney. The existing space is in 2 wooden structures 
built in 1942 and comprise about 10,000 square feet. This new 
warehouse is necessary to relieve the deficiency in storage space at 
this station. Storage space is required to maintain a 90-day stock 
level of aviation supplies and general stores. There is an existing 
deficiency of 30,000 square feet. 

Mr. SuupparD. That means you want a total of 41,000 square feet; 
is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparD. The next item is ‘Public works garage,”’ where you 
are asking for $269,000. Why do you need it? 

Captain McKinney. This is a public works garage and service 
station, and includes moving two 10,000-gallon gasoline storage tanks 
from the present location to the new service station. The garage is 
required to maintain and service 260 vehicles presently on this station 
and 130 pieces of equipment consisting of standard vehicles such as 
trucks, cargo trailers, buses, and passenger vehicles. The remainder 
are specialized-type vehicles required for support of airfield operations 
and maintenance. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, you have located this building 
where you have to put additional roads and other additional attributes 
to utilize the building; it is not replacing another building where you 
already have the roads and utilities in there? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. There is an existing garage of about 
8,000 square feet which will be used for a public works storage building. 

Mr. SHepparp. I meant in carrying access roads and utilities over 
to the new building. Notwithstanding it may be a part of the total 
involved, my assumption was if you are going to enlarge the present 
garage, obviously you would have some of those public utilities there. 
This is practically an extension and is to go onto the other, where the 
new stock will be arranged. Is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. The proposed garage will be constructed at 
a new location in accordance with the master plan of the station. 

Mr. SHepparp. The next item is ‘‘Land acquisition,” for which 
you are asking a total of $106,000. This is an old established station, 
is it not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Why do you need new land? 

Captain McKinney. There are two fields here. The 95-acre and 
232-acre parcels, more or less, are for acquisition in fee. The other 
portions of the item are for drainage easements. 

Mr. SuHepparp. In other words, for North Field you want 95.54 
acres and for South Field you want 232.4 acres. 

Captain McKinney. In fee; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Now the proximity is what? 

Mr. Hanasury. They are 3 miles apart. 

Mr. SHepparD. My question was intended to point out that for the 
95 acres you have an estimated cost of $209 per acre and, for the 232 
acres, you have an estimated cost of $335 per acre. What is the 
difference? 

Mr. Trencken. The type of soil is superior at the more expensive 
area. The prices have been based on a preliminary appraisal fur- 
nished by Mr. J. A. Baker of Corpus Christi, Tex. 
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Mr. SHepparD. Have you viewed this land yourself? 

Mr. TrencKEN. No, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is there anybody here who has? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes, sir; | have viewed it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Tell me what the difference is in the structural 
aspect in the vicinity of the land, between the land at the North Field 
and the land at the South Field, agriculturally, and so forth. 

Mr. HanasBury. The North Field is really encroaching a little bit 
on the King Ranch and drops off into a real gully and approaches 
wasteland. It looks like good duck-hunting ground. At the South 
Field there are improvements around it and the land is under cul- 
tivation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, would you attribute the difference 
between the two figures to the building, rather than the actual soil 
difference? 

Mr. Hanapury. No, sir; I would say it was a combination of both. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. | noticed you referred to that land as having a duck 
potential. When were you there? 

Mr. Hanaspury. I was there in July of 1953. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Did you see any ducks at that time? 

Mr. HanaBury. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. SHepparD. Neither did I at a much later date; but I will accept 
your statement. 

Captain McKinney. I might add that this land is for construction 
of a new parallel runway previously authorized. 

Mr. SHepparp. This was authorized in the program request re- 
ferred to some few minutes ago; yet you considered it advisable not to 
go ahead with the reprograming under that authorization you had at 
that time, as against presenting it at this time; is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. The next item is jet fuel storage, where you are 
making a request for $265,000. Please present your requirements for 
that money. 

Captain McKinney. This item was previously authorized under 
Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress and is required to provide sufficient 
jet-fuel storage to support the expanded jet pilot training schedule at 
this station. The existing jet-fuel storage of 27,000 barrels is sufficient 
for approximately only 6 days’ operation. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the relation to this program or appraisal 
as against the reprograming request of last March when it was 
reflected as being a fueling station of bombers, $480,000? 

Mr. Hanasury. Those were fueling stations where we actually 
drive the aircraft up to the gas pump. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, they are distinctly different 
stations and for different support? ' 

Mr. Hanasury. That is exactly it. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions pertaining to this item? 

Mr. Osrerrac. Taking the last item first, the fuel-storage item, 
why is there a difference in unit cost in this whole operation of fuel 
Storage? I note under this project the unit cost is $8.60 and turning 
back to the Georgia project the unit cost is $9.40. There must be 
some reason, and | am wondering why. 

Captain McHenry. The specific reason I cannot tell you. I can 
tell you this, however, that each of these projects as applied to the 
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individual stations has been completely engineered by professional 
engineers and this is their estimate established on an engineering 
basis. I can give you the items that enter into it, not by unit price, 
but. by total. 

Admiral Crarx. I believe, Captain McHenry, this particular differ. 
ence stems from the different size of the underground tanks. These 
are 13,500 gallon and I believe the others were smaller tanks and 
there were more of them. 

Captain McKinney. There were five in the other. 

Admiral Ciark. And it will probably be affected by the terrain or 
usage. 

Captain McHenry. The Glynco item was for two 5,000-barre! 
tanks, and this item is for two 13,500-barrel tanks. The larger tank 
is cheaper per barrel. 

Admiral Ciark. It is cheaper by the dozen. 

Commander Matey. The actual cost of the tankage at Kingsville 
for 13,500 barrels is estimated at $4 per barrel. The rest of the 
money that goes to make up the unit price of $8.60 a barrel that 
you see before you include the foundations and all of the auxiliary 
equipment that goes to make a complete and usable facility. 

In the tankage for Glynco, the unit price included many of these 
same items. However, the basic price for tankage for 5,000-barre| 
tanks at Glynco runs a little higher—about $5.50 per barrel for the 
smaller tanks, as against $4 for the larger tanks at Kingsville. 

Mr. Ostrervaa. In all of these naval air station projects, I assume 
you have facilities now for storage where these stations are already in 
existence, do you not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. I have a breakdown of that, if you 
would like it, of the necessity and the differential under the required 
program. 

Admiral Ciarxk. In phasing in more jets, we need more storage. 

Mr. Osrrrtaa. I understand that. at I was getting at is that 
these items and these amounts are a supplementation of existing 
facilities. 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; that is right. The required jet-fuel 
storage is approximately 48,000 barrels; the required aviation-gas 
storage is about 10,000. The existing is about 34,000 for jets and 
7,000 for aviation gas, leaving a combined total deficiency in barrels 
of about 17,000 barrels for this station. 

Mr. OstertaaG. I know you have an answer to this question, but 
I want to raise it to clear up in my own mind and perhaps that of 
others who might have given some thought to the practical applica- 
tion and utilization of centralized storage and centralized distribu- 
tion, let us say, of aviation fuel: You have a number of naval air 
stations, and the Air Force has, and the Army might have operations, 
let us say, in Texas, and we know there are many. Is it a practical 
matter to have a central storage and pipelines and distribution to 
our several facilities there, or is it more practical from the stand- 
point of hazard, from the standpoint of utilization and efficiency, to 
have these storage facilities in each of the stations? 

Admiral Cxark. First, from a dispersal point of view, it would be 
very bad to have too many of our stores combined so that one bomb 
would knock out a whole series of field support. In other words, if 
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vou were hit by a bomb on a big centralized support area, then you 
would dry up your supply for a whole combat. 

As to business management and actual operational advantages, I 
think perhaps Admiral Russell or Mr. Hanabury could explain. 

Mr. HanaBury. I mentioned to you sometime ago we have made 
an exhaustive pipeline study and are doing just what you suggest on 
the west coast at one of our major stations, El Toro. We have a 
pipeline that we use for several Air Force bases on the west coast 
and tie it in to a place called Norwalk, Calif. The management 
aspects and operation of it we are looking into now. It is just being 
completed. Another place is in north Africa at the Port Lyautey 
Base, where we tie it into the Air Force system. Any place where 
it looks like it is feasible to do it, we do it. 

Mr. Ostertaa. After you have already set up all of these stations 
with their own support there, then you are going to give consideration 
to centralizing and abandoning what is already constructed? 

Mr. Hanasury. No, sir. What I am referring to is strictly the 
on-station support. We have the problem of getting the fue] from 
the refinery to the bulk storage plant, the ready-issue plant of the 
station and to the fuel station, and then into the aircraft. 

Mr. Ostertaa. You are talking about distribution and transporta- 
tion, rather than storage, are you not? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. That answers my question. 

Now on this whole question of facilities and properties, I take it 
from the justifications here there are 3,087 acres involved in this 
station, in addition to a request for land acquisition totaling prob- 
ably three or four hundred more acres. Is that correct? 

Admiral Ctark. That is right. 

Mr. OstertaG. This additional land acquisition is primarily for 
the purpose of providing an area sufficient for jet operation? 

Admiral Russe.u. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. The safety aspect of the operation. 

Admiral Russevu. The safety aspect, and the operation of jets 
consumes so much fuel, it has such a short endurance in the air, 
that normally we have to put a parallel runway so that we can bring 
the jet down immediately it gets in the vicinity of the field. 

Mr. Ostertaa. In the acquisition of this land, as I understand it 
from your response to the chairman, you are guided entirely by 
private appraisals; is that correct? Did I understand that from 
your response to the chairman? 

Mr. TrencKEN. Yes, sir. We employ private local appraisers at 
each individual area to ascertain the value and we purchase according 
to those appraisal reports. Those reports, however, are reviewed by 
our own appraisers who determine that they are completely supported 
and the prices are the going prices in that particular area. If we are 
unable to negotiate, then the property is acquired through condemna- 
tion and those local appraisers become the United States witnesses in 
the condemnation proceedings instituted by the Department of 
Justice. 

Mr. Ostrertaa. On the theory that 2 appraisals or 2 heads are 
better than 1, I take it your appraisers check the local appraisers. 
Now if your appraisers are good enough to pass judgment on the pri- 
vate appraisers, why do you need private appraisers in the first place? 
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Mr. Trencxen. If we had to go into condemnation, it is preferable 
to have local witnesses rather than Government witnesses from 4 
distant locality. I might also say we do not have a staff of Govern. 
ment appraisers. 

Mr. Ostertac. Will you explain what is meant by this reference in 
your justification, where it indicates the total acreage and says ‘‘does 
not include avigation easements on 1,016 acres.” 

Mr. Trencxen. The avigation easement program was entirely 
separate and was put into a later item which is the last item in the 
volume. 

Mr. SuHepparp. It appears later in the bill. 

Captain McHenry. This merely points out there is another item 
of land acquisition at this station. That item which you read will 
appear as an item under a total avigation easements program. 

Mr. Ostertrac. One more point I would like to clear up. This is 
an expansion program. I interpret, generally speaking, you have a 
present strength of officers and enlisted men and civilians and this 
exceeds, your planned number, the officers and students you have. 

Admiral Russeuu. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. OsrertaG. Here you are expanding a facility and yet your 
planned program so far as students and personnel is concerned will be 
diminished in some cases? 

Admiral RussgE.uu. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. OstertaG. I should not say ‘diminished’’; I should say 
“lessened.” 

Admiral Russre.u. We are asking for an additional whole base for 
training jets, which will come later on. 

Mr. Osrertaa. The total plant value is shown in vour justifications 
as approximately $18.5 million and this program calls for an expendi- 
ture of $3.9 million, but your estimated future requirements amount 
to $9.5 million, which is 50 percent of the total value of the station 
now. 

Could you give us a rundown as to your programing and what that 
might involve in the large items? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstrertaaG. I do not mean a lot of details, but what are the 
major requirements. 

Mr. Hanasury. May I answer the question in this manner, first? 
This field was built originally for training, propeller-driven-type air- 
craft in 1942 or 1943. Its replacement cost today would probably be 
2% to 3 times; but the big reason for the increase is the change in the 
types of aircraft, from the propeller driven to jet, and to accommodate 
that we have to do considerable expansion, for instance, of our fuel 
facilities, runways, and so forth. 

Mr. OstertacG. In other words, we did not look ahead to this sort 
of thing? 

Mr. Hanasury. We looked ahead as far as we dared, but our public 
works appropriations in the past 2 or 3 years have not been large. 

Mr. SHepparp. At that time, under the requirements you were 
training in a field of mechanical devices completely different from the 
present training; so when you come up to the present planned require- 
ment you have your option either to go out and rehabilitate this place 
wherein the taxpayers already have an investment, or to go someplace 
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else, if you could find one of like character and rehabilitate, or to build 
a new one? 

Mr. Hanasury. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is not that literally the picture? 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sheppard.. That is my interpretation of it. 

Mr. Hanasury. And we selected the base which was in the Corpus 
Christi area for expansion. For instance, the other smaller ones we 
had to discard, because they are too close to meet the airspace require- 
ments. 

Mr. OsterTAG. How urgent is this project estimate of $9.5 million 
for future requirements? That is what I am trying to get at. After 
all, here we are providing $3.5 million, but you say $9.5 million is 
going to be required. When, and how urgent is it? 

Mr. Hanapury. I would say that w ould be a 2- -year program. 

Mr. Ostertac. And it is primarily based on modernization and 
your needs for training in connection with modern aviation? 

Mr. Hanasury. And some replacement in it, sir. 


Nava. Arr Station, Mempuis, TENN. 


Mr. SHepparD. Pick up the next item, “Naval air station, Mem- 
phis, Tenn.,’’ wherein you are making a request for $759,000 for the 
purpose of water supply storage facilities and improvement of central 
heating plant. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $39,716,771; funded 
construction not in plant value, $1,595,000; existing unfunded au- 
thorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $784,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $784,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $50,636,000. 

Present your justifications for this item, please. 

Captain McKinney. The first item, for $183,000, provides a 
500,000-gallon water storage reservoir with connecting mains and 
pumping equipment. The present capacity is less than half of the 
amount established as the minimum requirement of at least one-half 
the total daily consumption of 2,500,000 gallons per day. The need 
for this facility has been cited consistently by the Navy Inspector 
General’s Office as an urgent requirement necessary to the safety of 
this station. 

With reference to the Kingsville, Tex., requirement, has it been 
engineered ? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. By whom and when? 

Captain McHenry. It was engineered by Forrest & Cotton, of 
Dallas, Tex., within the past 6 months. 

(The following was subsequently supplied: ) 


NavaL AvuxiLiaArRy Arr Station, KInGsvitLe, TEx. 


“a maintenance hangar: Advance plans Forrest & Cotton, Dallas, Tex., 

$5,000. 

Control tower: DPWO-8ND. 

Parachute loft: Advance plans, Forrest & Cotton, Dallas, Tex.; $1,500. 

Radar air traffic control center: Detail plans, T. E. Duce Association, Tex.; 
$8,000. 

Bachelor officers quarters and mess: Detail plans, N. W. Hardy, Wade Gibson 
Association, Texas. ; $17,900. 
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Commissioned officer mess: $11, 600. 

Supply warehouse: DPWO-8ND. 

sips works garage: Brock & Anderson, Corpus Christi, Tex.; $9,000; deta; 
ans. 

tanh acquisition: (DPWO-8ND. 

Fuel storage: PWO, NAATC, NAS Corpus Christi, Tex. 

Captain McKinney. For the improvement of the central heating 
plant, we are requesting $576,000. This provides for increasing the 
capacity of the central heating plant to supply the additional heating 
load resulting from new construction during the last 4 years. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What about the project at Memphis, Tenn.? 

Has this been engineered, Captain; if so, by whom? 

Captain McHenry. These two projects were engineered by Allen 
& Hoshell of Memphis, Tenn., within the past 6 months for a total 
of $5,750. 

Nava Arr Station, Pensacoua, Fria. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. The next item is that of the naval air station, 
Pensacola, Fla., containing 8 subdivisions for a total of $3,453,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $47,657,520; funded 
construction not in plant value, $23,803,000; existing unfunded au- 
thorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $6,007,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $6,007,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $57,795,000. 

Pick up the first item “Radar air traffic control center,” for which 
you are asking $308,000, and present the justification for that. 

Captain McKinney. For that item, we are requesting $308,000. 
This is to replace the present mobile ground-controlled approach 
system. We have previously described a similar item at Corpus 

hristi and Kingsville. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

The increased density of air traffic in this area, coupled with the advent of high 
performance, high speed aircraft, has made the existing installation obsolete 
Completion of the center will permit the station to control and accept air traffic 


under instrument flying conditions commensurate with the requirements of 
modern-day operations. 


Mr. Suepparp. I see you have an estimated future appropriation 
required of $57,795,000. What is anticipated under that request? 

Mr. Hanasury. The principal item is a new overhaul and repair 
department at Pensacola, totaling $34 million of that total amount, 
and the others consist of an additional new control tower system, 
other improvements to the station, including distribution system, 
modification of the steam piping system, cathodic protection of piers 
and elevated water tanks. 

Mr. Suepparp. How much? 

Mr. Hanasury. For the last item? 

Mr. SHEepparp. Yes. 

Mr. Hanasury. $47,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the next? 

Mr. Hanasury. Married enlisted men’s quarters; married officers 
quarters. 

Mr. Suepparp. How much? 

Mr. Hanasury. On the married quarters, $1,082,000. Publi 
works center, $1,865,000; paint, oil and varnish storehouse, $1,918,009. 

I have a long list which I can furnish for the record. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Suppose you supply that for the record. 
Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. 
(The information is as follows:) 


Naval air station, Pensacola, Fla. 
Project title Amount 


. Steam disbribution system___......-......_._----. ssi $767, 000 
. Modification to steam piping systems, new powerplant : 51, 000 
. OLF Western No. 1 ‘ 1, 460, 000 
ALF Ellyson, additional field lighting tata’ 71, 000 
. Forrest Sherman Field, avigation easements ¥ 206, 000 
. Avigation easements, OLF Blackwater A_____..._._-._.------ 2, 000 
. Addition to cadet recreation club___________- ; ; Ree 163, 000 
. Telephone exchange and related facilities 673, 000 
9. Forrest Sherman Field, wind erosion control__-_- - 185, 000 

. New powerplant, third increment_____.____._._.----_-_---- , 650, 000 

. Forrest Sherman Field, runway development. -- , 072, 000 
2. Dental clinic i a ; 359, 000 
3. Bachelor Officers’ Quarters (2 400-man) nial _.. 8, 004, 000 
. Forrest Sherman Field, west gate house___.._._.------------- 40, 000 

5. Forrest Sherman Field, additional AvGas fuel facilities__ - - - --- 700, 000 
}. New overhaul and repair facilities_____________- 2 758, 000 

. Alterations to building 45 58, 000 
8. Cathodic protection, piers and elevated water tanks__- -- -- 47, OOO 
. Married enlisted men’s quarters (124 units) ____----_- .---- 2,643, 000 

. Married officers’ quarters (50 units) ‘i kth , 082, 000 

. Enlisted men’s barracks awl wah 818, 000 

. Chapel (600 men) : 22 Ad 181, 000 
3. Drill hall and physical training center_______-_-. Liu... 21 
. Public works center és noe , 865, 000 

. Paint, oil, and varnish storehouse _-_---- rite bey _ 1,918, 000 
26. Small Field, OLF Blackwater B (SOD) -_ _- pil aes 147, 000 
. Public works utility building and warehouse__ Jeera 203, 000 

8. Railroad bridge 433, 000 

. Air-conditioning building 625_______________- 170, 000 

. Fire protection devices (16 buildings) __-------- SIG JA) 131, GOV 

. Avigation easements, OLF Blackwater B 380, 000 

. Mezzanine, building 604 a 191, 000 
33. Survival training unit aac 296, 000 
. Alterations, building 603___- Dd a By CRM, 90, 000 
5. Addition to building 680_- 1g 184, 0OO 
}. Air-conditioning building 626__-.------_-_- y 25, 000 
37. Addition to building 714___._________- 285, 000 
3. ALF Ellyson construct automotive maintenance shop_--- 81, 000 

. ALF Ellyson construct fire station —-_--_----- 158, 000 
. ALF Ellyson construct senior MOQ_--------- 74, 000 


[Ne 
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Tete zi odes yin Seo! sa 2) puis ? 57, 795, 000 


Mr. SuepparD. Pick up the next item, ‘Subsistence building,” in 
the amount of $407,000. Present the justification for that, please. 

Captain McKinney. This will provide a subsistence building with 
the capacity for one thousand personnel. There will be about 1,200 
enlisted men and 500 cadets who will be operating from Forrest 
Sherman Field, which is about 2% miles from the main station at 
Pensacola. They are housed at the main station, but take their noon 
meal at Forrest Sherman Field. This will eliminate transportation 
and unnecessary delay in carrying them back and forth. 

Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item reflecting a request for 
$1,091,000 for aircraft parking area and access roads. Make your 
justification for that, please. ' 

Captain McKinney. This provides for a paved aircraft parking 
area, connecting taxiway with drainage and lighting facilities. This 
provides in part for a parking area and taxiway to an existing field. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Is that at the station, or at Forrest Shermay 
Field—which of the two locations? 

Captain McKinney. At Forrest Sherman Field. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


Item 4. Aviation fuel truck fill stand, $99,060.—This item provides a four-place 
aviation truck fill stand for simultaneous loading of aviation gasoline and jet fuel, 

Item 5.—New overhaul and repair facility for which we are requesting $1,336,000 
for the preparation of plans and specifications for the new overhaul and repair 
facility at Forrest Sherman Field, Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla. The 
magnitude of this project requires 1 year lead time for this preliminary work 
This station activity which overhauls, repairs and maintains a majority of the 
4,000 aircraft assigned to the Training Command and in particular the 1,500 
operating aircraft of the Basic Training Command is at present accomplishing 
the work in 70 assorted nonindustrial type buildings scattered over 987 acres as 
distant as 344 miles. The new project includes three major buildings with a 


total area of 1,088,760 square feet. With this new centralized overhaul plant, | 


an estimated saving of over $3% million a year can be effected over the present 
overhaul costs, thus the new plant, which will cost about $35 million would be 
amortized in less than 10 years. The existing shop buildings comprising about 
600,000 square feet will be available for fulfilling urgent and essential station 
space requirements of a nonindustrial nature. 


STATEMENT ON REQUIREMENT FOR NEW OVERHAUL AND REPAIR FACILITIES AT 
NAS, PENSACOLA, FLA. 


The erection of a modern industrial facility at Forrest Sherman Field to house 
the overhaul and repair department of NAS Pensacola is imperative if more 
efficient and economical support of the naval aviation training program is to be 
accomplished. This facility must be of such size that the various processes of 
overhaul, repair, and maintenance will be contained in one closely integrated 
plant. The facility should be completed, occupied, and in full production not 
later than 1958 if the full benefits of savings are to be gained. This time schedule 
makes it a definite must to contract for the design and engineering of the facility 
with fiscal 1956 funds, with the actual construction contract being made with 
fiscal 1957 funds. This time schedule places this project in the urgent category. 

The industrial activity for the overhaul, repair, and maintenance of the majority 
of the 4,000 aircraft assigned to the Training Command, and in particular of the 
1,500 operating aircraft in the Basic Training Command (this is one-sixth 
of the total operation aircraft in the Navy), is presently located in 70 assorted 
buildings at NAS Pensacola. The majority of these buildings were built for 
nonindustrial uses, such as barracks, coke bins, sand bins, water reservoir, riding 
stable, wooden ship sawmills. One was the first hangar use for erection of naval 
aircraft. These buildings are totally unsuited for present-day production meth- 
ods. They are scattered over 987 acres, and the distance between them is as 
great as 3% miles. Several of the larger buildings are of the World War II tempo- 
rary construction and, because of deterioration, modification, and change, they 
are no longer economically feasible to use for efficient productive work. Chevalier 
Field about which the overhaul and repair buildings are located, is totally unsuited 
for use by modern aircraft due to extremely short runways. That these runways 
are impractical to lengthen has been recognized by the construction of Forrest 
Sherman Field at a location approximately 3 miles distant. In 1951, when the 
basic plans for Forrest Sherman Field were made, the requested O. and R. facilities 
were included and the basic engineering layout and study made. Now that 
Forrest Sherman Field is nearing completion and the imminent closing of Chevalier 
Field is at hand, an essential priority for the overhaul and repair facilities is 
necessary. When consideration is given to cost of towing aircraft, the great 
distance between the present location of the overhaul and repair department and 
Forrest Sherman Field for each test flight, and for the delivery and acceptance of 
aircraft, and also the inherently uneconomical physical layout of the present plant 
and its resulting inefficiencies, the essential classification for this project is justified. 
The timing in requesting A. and E. funds in 1956 and construction in 1957 is not 
only coupled with the move of operations to Forrest Sherman Field, but is also 
logically tied in with the industrial changeover from the older type planes which 
are being phased out to the modern-type planes which are entering the program. 
Certain new machinery and equipment are being furnished for the overhaul and 
repair of the new components. In many cases this equipment will require major 
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modifications to existing structures in the old plant. In some cases, the building 
of new structures will be required to house the equipment. Both of these ex- 
penditures would be eliminated by the new facility. The installation of modern 
industrial techniques together with the corresponding economies, requires flow 
lines and closely integrated shops, both of which are impossible to achieve to any 
significant degree under present conditions. 

The incongruous use of structures designed and erected for building wooden 
ships or other primitive uses obviously denotes inefficiency. Manpower, in the 
days of the layout of the present plant, was one of the cheapest commodities. 
Labor now being the most expensive commodity, modern industrial practices 
and their related facilities are indispensable. In order to provide the best trained 
aviator to the fleet, efficient fast overhaul, repair, and maintenance must be fur- 
nished to get the maximum flight time and utilization of aircraft. This fast, effi- 
cient overhaul and repair at the center of this highly concentrated training area 
could reduce the pipeline and the number of aircraft required, thereby making 
more aircraft available for the operating commands. 

The project will include 3 major buildings with a total area of 1,088,760 square 
feet. The adjacent surfacing work, aircraft parking areas, roads, utilities, and 
services will interconnect with the rest of the naval air station. Industrial ma- 
chines and equipment are to be moved from the present plant, which cost is in- 
cluded in the project. 

The construction of this facility is the only economical method of meeting the 
station’s requirements. The only alternate is to use the old facility, which would 
require additional new construction from time to time in the next 10 years to meet 
requirements for overhaul and repair of new type aircraft, a heavy-duty taxi strip 
from the present facilities to Forrest Sherman Field, and the uneconomical repair 
and maintenance of Chevalier Field which is presently planned to be closed. This 
would also require construction of new facilities for other station and command 
activities, all of which results in expenditure of facilities and moneys with no gains 
in efficiency. 

This project was first conceived in 1951 with the development of Forrest 
Sherman Field. It has now reached the stage where funding is imperative to 
achieve the Department of Defense aims of saving appropriated funds both in 
facilities, and by economical and efficient operation. Unless approval of the 
project as a whole and full funding for architectural and engineering services in 
1956 with the full funding of the facilities in 1957 is made, gross loss of the proposed 
savings stated as follows will occur. 

Annual savings: 

Annual savings to be gained by use of a new modern O. and R. plant for first 
10 years of its operation based on present and current planned workloads. 


Direct labor on aircraft .... $1, 021, 870 
Direct labor on aeronautical spares and manufacturing parts--- --_- 150, 480 
Overhead (on all operations) so epeaned- edie abv oe arin 140, 000 
Material (aircraft and aeronautical parts) 1, 123, 060 
Transportation 237, 880 
Maintenance, repair utilities 450, 000 
Modernization 213, 460 
Tow operation for aircraft from present to new field_____-__- , 108, 250 
Shop stores 97, 230 
Tool cribs 18, 900 


Total yearly savings 3, 561, 130 


= 


Based on an estimated installation cost of $34,757,508 and an indicated annual 
saving of $3,561,130 over present operation costs, recovery of capital investment 
equals $94,757,608 76 years 

SGM 

It is not anticipated that major increases or reductions in the training program 
Will.be made as long as the fleet operations remain near current levels and a Naval 
Reserve program is maintained. If a 20-percent reduction in the total aviation 
training program were made after 5 years of operation of the new plant, the annual 
Savings would be reduced 12 percent, which would still pay off the investment in 
a total of 10.6 years. In case of a war, the new facility would pay for itself many 
times over in savings of both manpower and money as well as in materials. The 
funding request for the fiscal year 1956 for this project is $1,336,000, the balance 
of the funds for construction will be requested in the Navy fiscal year 1957 public 
works program. 
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Item 6. Addition to house, human disorientation device, $104,000.—A human 
disorientation device is currently scheduled for delivery to the school of Aviation 
Medicine, NAS, Pensacola, in January 1955, at an estimated cost of $500,000. 
However, to date funds have not been provided for facilities to house the equip. 
ment when delivered. This item will provide the required house for equipment 
that will test pilot behavior under operating conditions. 

Item 7. Bore sighting target range (500 feet) 1 position, $65,000.—This provides 
for the construction of one boresighting range for periodic checking of aircraft 
gunsights, in which the bores of the guns are alined with the gunsights to insure 
that the guns shoot where the pilot aims. This is required for effective basic 
gunnery training of naval pilots. 

Item 8. Ready ammunition lockers, $43,000.—This will provide six earth-cover 
ready ammunition lockers with access roads in the vicinity of Forrest Sherman 
Field in compliance with current safety regulations to furnish ready-service 
ammunition during the gunnery phase of the pilot training program. 


Mr. SHepparp. What about the advanced engineering at Pensacola? 

Captain McHenry. The following is in explanation of advanced 
engineering: 

Radar air traffic control center: B. O. Vannort Engineers, Inc., Charlotte, N. C., 
$2,290. 

Subsistence building: Officer in charge, naval air basic training, Pensacola. 

eae parking area: J. B. Converse & Co., Inc., Mobile, Ala., $6,400 esti- 
mated. 


Aviation fuel truck fill stand: Officer in charge, Naval Air Basic Training 
Command. 

Addition to house disorientation device: DeLaureal & Moses & A. Alexander, 
Pensacola, Fla., $800. 

Boresighting target: J. B. Converse & Co., Inc., Mobile, Ala., $400 estimated, 

Ready ammunition lockers: J. B. Converse & Co., Inc., Mobile, Ala., $500 
estimated. 

Overhaul and repair facility aircraft and engineering: Wallace Clark & Co., 
New York City, $57,250. 


Nava Auxitiary Arr Station, Port Isaset, TEx. 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item ‘‘Naval auxiliary air station, 
Port Isabel, Tex.,’”’ composed of 13 items totaling $5,544,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $5,606,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $5,606,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $3,200,000. 

Captain McKinney. Port Isabel is a new auxiliary air station 
about 120 miles south of Corpus Christi Field, which is the head- 
quarters for the Naval Advanced Air Training Command. This new 
field is required to provide the facilities necessary to train jet pilots 
under our expanded aviation training program. The mission of this 
new station provides for facilities to support the staging of the gunnery 
phase of the jet pilot training syllabus. The Navy proposes to take 
over the old Army Air Force installation at Port Isabel and convert 
it to present day requirements. Since this is a new facility the 
justification for each item is on the basis of original need, except as 
to where some items can be made available by modification or renewal 
of existing facilities. I will enumerate each of the basic items which 
are required to activate the new station with the estimated cost of 
each item: 
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Item 

_ Operation and administration building $169, 000 
9 Control tower 155, 000 
3. Barracks and subsistence building 380, 000 
_ Fuel storage and unloading facility _----- _-- tal. Sete J a 348, 000 
5. Ordnance facilities 195, 000 
5. Outdoor recreation facilities 27, 000 
. Rehabilitation of roads ; 60, 000 
8. Perimeter fence : 25, 000 
9, Navy exchange 89, 000 
. Rehabilitation of hangar 152, 000 

. Runway, taxiway, and parking apron, paving, drainage, and 

Meee: er O™ Sietay SERS (Syria Ei eee ss ee 3, 391, 000 
2. Utilities 450, 000 
3. Land acquisition and relocation of highways and utilities____---_ 103, 000 

The advanced training command has been assigned a firm mission 
to train 3,200 pilots annually, over 1,400 of which must be jet pilots 
and receive the full-planned syllabus of 150 jet hours in training. 
The percentage of the training output of pilots to be jet trained ts 
continually increasing. 

The Chief of Naval Air Reserve Training has made a study which 
indicates that even with the development of NAAS New Iberia, the 
capability to accomplish the full jet syllabus would not exist unless 
gunnery is staged at Port Isabel. 

In order to fulfill the weapons training portion of the jet syllabus, 
a weapons staging field is required remote from congested and over- 
populated areas. By oroviding a weapons staging facility more 
efficient use can be made of NAAS Chase Field and NAAS Kingsville, 
since dearming and arming aircraft at high-density airfields is a hazard- 
ous and time consuming operation. It will also relieve these fields 
of the operational requirements for tow aircraft and target sleeve 
pickup and drop. These operations interfere with other training 
operations causing loss of training time in other equally important 
phases of jet pilot training. In addition it would make it possible to 
comply with safety rules pertaining to flights of armed aircraft over 
inhabitated territory as flights of ordnance carrying aircraft over heavily 
populated areas will be precluded. The Port Isabel site will fulfill 
this requirement. 

This field will also be used for jet familiarization practice. The 
projects included in the fiscal year 1956 appropriation request con- 
stitute the first increment in the development of this field in accord- 
ance with the master shore station development plan. If these 
projects were disapproved the important gunnery phase of the jet 
syllabus would be reduced to a minimum. The effect of this reduc- 
tion would be felt in the fleets by adding another training burden on 
the already over-committed combat units as well as materially reduc- 
ing fleet readiness. 

Mr. Suepparp. This is a new station; is it? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. It is a former Army Air Force 
Field at Port Isabel, Tex. 

_ Mr. Suepparp. You mean it is a new station so far as being brought 
into the Navy is concerned? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. But it is an established station? 

Admiral Russe.u. It has a gunnery field in the southern portion. 
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Mr. SuHepparD. The large item reflected in the request at Por 
Isabel is the runway, taxiway, and parking apron wherein you ar 


requesting $3,391,000. Why is this field necessary as an adjunct tof 


the Navy at the present time? 
Admiral Russe.u. On the chart, the red areas, are committed to the 


Air Force in this area; the dark green area is over the land that is F 
committed to Navy use in training, and the dark blue area is ow F 
gunnery area over the Gulf of Mexico. We need to take the gunnery f- 
training out of the central traffie which centers around Corpus Christi [ 


and Chase Field and Kingsville and bring that south and have direct 
access to the gunnery area, where the planes will fly down, refuel and 


rearm, pick up the tow target and go out over the Gulf of Mexico and : 


shoot. The towed target will be brought back to an outlying field, 
rather than one of the main fields and the planes can refuel there and 


go immediately out and thus save a great deal of time in going on | 


with the training, and do it more expeditiously. 

Mr. SuepparpD. How much of the contemplated area you have 
delineated on the chart as being under the jurisdiction of the Air Force 
is being transferred to the Navy? 

Admiral Russe.u. Only the property at Port Isabel. 

Mr. SuHepparp. However, you are going to involve yourself in, shore 
activities farther up the beach, are you not? 

Admiral Russg.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. How far up are you going? 


Admiral Russety. The dark green shows the area in which the | / 


Navy will be flying in traiming. 

Mr. SHEepparD. What is going to happen to the darker colored 
properties? Is the Air Force operating in there, or you? 

Admiral Russetu. The Navy is, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Then, in reality, you are taking in more property 
than. just that at Isabel itself? 

Admiral Russg.u. This is already assigned by agreement with the 
Air Force, the air space over land shown in the dark green, and the 
air space over water which is our gunnery area, shown in dark blue. 

Mr. SHepparp. May I conclude that the rest of the properties 
shown on the chart will be still in the custody of the Air Force and 
operated by them? 

Admiral Russe.v. Their air space will be over the remainder of the 
shore, that in red. 

Mr. Suepparp. Out of the total, as I envision the situation, in order 
to obviate contact you are operating airwise over the water and they 
are operating airwise over the land? 

Admiral Russe. In general, yes, sir. We are operating over the 
water and seacoast. 

Mr. Suerparp. And it is assumed there will be no crackups in the 
operations in the course of your training? 

Admiral Russetu. That is why we have made an agreed assign- 
ment over the land, sir. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


Item 1. Operations and administration building, $169,000.—This provides for 
the construction of a small permanent type building for administration and opera- 
tions offices, pilots briefing rooms, aerology, and communications. There is no 
existing building on the station which is suitable for such use. This item 1 
important to the gunnery phase of the jet syllabus. 
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Item 2. Control tower, $155,000.—There is no existing control tower at itis 
former Army Air Force station. Present planning calls for approximately 300 
daily landings and takeoffs from this field including both we apons training flights 
and jet familiarization practice flights. With this density of air traffic, a control 
tower is a necessity. Without this proposed tower, dangerous traffic conditions 
would exist within the eontrol area of the field. 

Item 3. Barracks and subsistence building, $380,000.—This provides adequate 
housing and messing facilities to support a 200-man operating and maintenance 
force and is necessary for support of the gunnery phase of the jet syllabus. 

Item 4. Fuel storage, $348,000.—This consists of installing two Government- 
furnished, new steel underground aviation fuel storage tanks each having a capacity 
of 13,500 barrels. New truck loading facilities are to be provided, having 2 
loading stands and 2 unloading stands complete with water filter, water separators, 
meters, and accessories. An access road and concrete parking stand are to be 
provided. 

Item 5. Ordnance facilities, $195,000.—There are no ordnance facilities at Port 
Isabel or any structures which might be used for that purpose. Since this activity 
will stage all gunnery flights for the jet training program at both NAAS Kingsville 
and NAAS Chase, approximately 957 students will receive their gunnery instruc- 
tion at Port Isabel each year. Each student will use 40 rockets and 2,800 pounds 
of 20-millimeter ammunition plus miscellaneous miniature bombs and pyrotech- 
nics. Two triple arch magazines are required for storage of rockets. Additional 
storage is needed for miniature bombs and miscellaneous pyrotechnics. 

Item 6. Outdoor recreational facilities, $27,000.—NALF Port Isabel is located 
in an isolated area relatively close to the border of Mexico. There are no recrea- 
tional facilities available on the station, and only meager facilities are available 
in the city of Port Isabel. This provides for the construction of 2 tennis courts 
60 by 100 feet each; 1 handball court 26 by 34 feet; 1 basketball court 50 by 94 
feet, and 1 softball diamond. This item will improve the morale of personnel 
assigned to Port Isabel and discourage undesirable off-station forms of recreation. 

Item ?. Rehabilitation of roads, $60,000.—The existing roads at Port Isabel 
have not been maintained since the end of World War II. These roads have 
chuck holes, extensive weed growths, and are at the point of being almost impas- 
sable. The roads will be scarified and additional base material added and com- 
pacted, and topped with l-inch asphaltic concrete. Drainage ditches are to be 
cleaned to afford adequate drainage. This is essential in the program for the 
rehabilitation of Port Isabel. 

Item 8. Perimeter fence, $25,000.—An adequate perimeter fence is needed to 
prevent livestock from entering and wandering about on the airfield. This is 
required for the prevention of damage to aircraft and property. The fence will 
be constructed of creosoted or cedar posts, and five stands of galvanized No. 12 
gage barbed wire secured to the posts. Five wood-frame gates will be provided. 

Item 9. Navy exchange, $89,000.—A building to house a small Navy exchange 
store for 200 men is required, to furnish minimum conveniences for personnel. 

Item 10. Rehabilitate hangar, $152,000.—The existing semipermanent hangar 
has deteriorated since World War II and it is necessary to rehabilitate and repair 
the structure to prevent further damage. The hangar will be used for those 
aircraft requiring maintenance and/or repair during the normal conduct of 
operations. 


C aptain McKInney. In order to make the existing runway suitable 
for jet training, it is necessary to widen and extend it. This consists 
of constructing a 200-foot-wide by 2,600-foot-long extension providing 
an 8,000-foot- long runway for jet operation. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is that paving, or compaction? 

Mr. Hanasury. The extension will be new paving. 

Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item, $450,000 reflec ‘ted for utili- 
ties. What are the utilities you are going to acquire? 

Captain McKinney. Electrical, gas distribution system, water 
supply and distribution, and sewerage system. 

Mr. SHepparp. How about land ac ‘quisition? 

Captain MeKinney. We are acquiring a total of 1,427.9 acres of 
land. That includes some transfer. The majority of this is from the 
city of Port Isabel, itself. This amount consists of 1,152.1 acres for 
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a nominal settlement of $1,000; the transfer of United States Govern- 
ment lands, 242.3 acres, for a nominal settlement of $1,000, and 2 
private acreages, 1 in Cameron County, and private lands totaling 
about 20 acres, for a total of about $6,000. 

Mr. SHEppParD. I see you also acquire drainage easements on private 
lands for 2 or 3 thousand dollars. 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. What advance engineering, if any, has been done 
on the overall work at Port Isabel? 

Captain McHenry. There has been no advance planning as such. 
There has been a feasibility study. These estimates were prepared 
by Government engineers from records available to us. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Port Isabel, Tex. 


Operations and administration building 
Cenenes Gowers eli el iCal A Ae UL ee et 
Barracks and subsistence building. --_....................--.--.---- 
en tA leds 2st eo Gees ta ee Se 
CIOINNRL Ys 6 os Feit ls de Sd ea URE Rds EULER, 
Outdoor recreational facilities 
Rehabilitate roads__ __ 
Perimeter fence 
Teepe: Cacescud boled) bb. 20 US Japa ied bol fee tes 
Rahenniete Debeer: 65. 3 be i ea el: Soe 
Runways and taxiways: Detail plans, Lockwood and Andrews, Houston, 

ee fot ok eit ede “65> SRR as A ed A: $47, 000 
Utilities: Detail plans, Lockwood and Andrews, Houston, Tex___--__-_- $23, 600 
Land eceleitiogsca 0o0bseu. ddl Joe lo ee ae len deste DPWO-8ND 


1 Feasibility Study and Report, Permanent Evaluation, Reconnaissance survey, aviation functional 
plan, advance planning reports and preliminary estimates of cost for all projects by Lockwood & Andrews, 
Houston, Tex., $39,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. So that there has not been any advanced planning 
in this the same as those you have referred to heretofore? 

Commander Marry. The details of the requirements were not 
developed to a point to be able to complete the advance planning 
prior to the hearing. In a new field of this sort, there has to be con- 
siderable basic study before we get into the detailed planning, and the 
feasibility study was just for that purpose. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Of course it is reasonable to assume the feasibility 
study does not indicate the costs as costs are reflected in an appropria- 
tion bill. That is a logical conclusion, is it not? 

Commander Marry. Not necessarily, sir. It indicates cost, but 
not with the degree of the detailed study we usually get in advance 
planning. 

Mr. SuepparD. Then feasibility, as you interpret it, goes beyond 
the actual definition, meaning by that the usable potentials. 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. But won’t determine the total factors necessary for 
its cost factors. There has been no advance engineering to determine 
the exact dollar request, and the dollar requests have been formulated 
only in a hypothetical manner. That is true so far as this project 
pertains, is it not? 

Commander Ma ry. It is a little better than that, because we are 
able to compare the costs submitted with the feasibility study with 
the costs of comparable facilities in the rest of this program. And 
this has been done not only for these items; but, as a general rule, 
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throughout our entire program. Moreover, by review with the De- 
partments of Defense, Air Force, and the Army, we have determined 
that ‘the basic costs are comparable for all three services. 

Mr. SHepparD. Aside from those surveys you have referred to, am 
I to understand you are going ahead if the project is made available 
to you by the appropriations required, and have the advance planning? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, we will very definitely have advance 
planning and that will be followed by detailed and definitive plans 
and specifications. I might add for ‘the record that as to most of 
these projects before the committee, we also examined them for 
economic feasibility. That is when the dollar sign comes in, although 
not with the same emphasis as it does on an advance planning study. 

Mr. SHepparp. Considering the criteria of the two procedures, in 
the experience of this committee, we have found projects of this 
character are as much as 40 percent off in expenditures versus that of 
the cumulative figures acquired under feasibility. We have had that 
happen. 

Captain McHenry. Have we had that in the Navy? 

Mr. SHepparpD. Yes, we had one of those instances 3% years ago, 
and they had quite a slippage in there. I do not say the slippage will 
happen here; but put it this way, from the mathematics expressed 
here to the extent of $5,544,000, it is obviously subject to revision 
after your advance planning i is completed. Is that correct? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 


NavaL Auxmiary Arr STaTIon, SouUTHERN LOUISIANA 
(New Iserta) 


Mr. SHepparpD. We will pick up the next item in the justifications 
reflected as being the naval auxiliary air station, southern Louisiana 
(New Iberia). There are 25 items totaling $24,361,000. 

Gentlemen, this is a new installation in its concept and it is purpor- 
tedly highly controversial. Why do you specifically and particularly 
want this station at New Iberia? We have had expressions in the 
full committee from the Secretary and others, but I think at this 
point in the record we should have an explanation of the reasons why 
you need the station at New Iberia. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 

tion not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $24,571,000; the proposed 1956 ap- 
propriation, $24,571,000; and the estimated future appropriation re- 
quired, $10,475,000. 
_ Admiral Russe.u. If I may speak to that point, Mr. Chairman, in 
jet traiming we have a very considerable deficiency in facilities. We 
need two more bases to meet our program in jet training. Each of 
these bases should operate about 140 jet aircraft. After a great deal 
of search and in. view of very selective criteria, the location. at New 
Iberia has been chosen by the Navy as appropriate for 1 of these 2 re- 
quite bases. We have not yet asked authorization for the second 
base to accommodate 140 jet aircraft. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Proceed. 
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Admiral Russguy. I would like to enumerate the criteria we used 
in the selection of the location at New Iberia. 

First, with reference to civil airways it should be south of the trans- 
continental civil airways. 

Mr. Suepparp. First state why you have to go to that particular 
geographical location of the United States. 

Admiral Russreuu. The factor of weather points towards this 
particular area, and the availability of airspace for training points to 
this area. We should like to be on the seacoast. This is naval aviation 
and practically every area on the seacoast in the United States is taken 
up with some other activity airwise. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the necessity for the proximity to the ocean 
or water? 

Admiral Russevut. Overwater training is very desirable in the case of 
navalaviation. That is one reason for Pensacola as a naval air training 
station, that plus the weather. The headquarters for primary naval 
air training is at Pensacola and the headquarters for the naval 
advanced flight training activities is at Corpus Christi. 

Mr. Suepparp. This is to be advanced training at New Iberia? 

Admiral Russetu. This is to be advanced training in jet aircraft. 

Mr. Suepparp. Where in your primary training are you most 
concentrated geographically in the continental United States? 

Admiral Russeiu. Largely at Pensacola. 

Mr. Suepparp. How does Pensacola compare with elsewhere in the 
United States? 

Admiral Russevi. We have elimination bases for the Reserves 
throughout the United States but the primary training is concentrated 
around Pensacola. 

Mr. SHepparp. Consequently, if you are going into the secondary 
aspect, which I understand New Iberia would be? 

Admiral RusskE.u. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You would want it as close as possible to the pri- 
mary training and you would save a considerable amount of money 
transporting students from the primary to the secondary training 
operation? 

Admiral Russe. It would be simplified if we could get them closer 
together. The advanced flight training activities are concentrated at 
the Corpus Christi, Chase Field, and Kingsville complex. 

Mr. SHepparp. From the dollar point of view, would not the 
proximity of New Iberia to Pensacola have a definite reflection on 
the dollar requirement as compared to a greater distance? 

Admiral Russeiy. It would be cheaper to operate in this fashion. 
I do not have the dollar figures, but if we have to ship planes a great 
distance it costs more, and shortness of travel for the students is a 
definite factor. 

Mr. Suepparp. It has been brought to my attention by Members 
of the House that there are hazardous climatic conditions in this area 
compared to others. 

Admiral Russevu. This area is subject to hurricanes. However, 
the Navy has for years had a very careful plan for evacuation in 
case of a storm and we track these storms. Otherwise the weather 
is about the best in the country for day-to-day training. I think 
the day factor is 83 percent. 
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Mr. SHepparD. How long have you had predetermined weather 
conditions to enable you to get ships out of the way of disturbing 
climatic elements so that you will not have ships lost and so on? 

Admiral Russeuu. We have had it in some form for many years. 

Mr. SHepparp. I mean intensified to the present degree? 

Admiral Russevu. I would say since World War II it has developed 
into a precise science. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How many ships have you lost under the present 
ability to predict weather conditions in the last 2 years, for example? 

Admiral Russe.u. I believe it is practically zero. The last major 
catastrophe was in 1926 when a hurricane took Pensacola by sur- 
prise and destroyed a great many training planes. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, with modern science it is possible 
to have your weather conditions forecast in advance to the extent 
you do not anticipate any exaggerated destruction because of devastat- 
ing weather? 

Admiral Russge.u, That is correct, sir. Each station has a very 
carefully thought out hurricane bill. It requires three degrees of 
readiness. 

Mr. SHepparp. What would be the exposure of ships at New 
Iberia? I am speaking of number. 

Admiral Russet. With a properly operated bill our losses should 
be practically nothing. There might be some damage from high wind 
and rains to the installations, but not to aircraft themselves because 
they would be flown out to a shelter. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the minimum time you would have to 
notice of weather conditions that would justify you local commander 
getting the ships out of the area? 

Admiral RusseLu. We would have 48 hours’ notice, I believe. 

Mr. SHepparp. And would you have enough available pilots to get 
the ships out in that length of time? 

Admiral Russeuu. Yes, with instructors and students both, there 
is always an opportunity to ferry the planes away. 

I have mentioned one of the criteria, location south of the trans- 
continental civil airways. 

The location is low, so the criterion of elevation of the ground was 
considered. We would like to have 15 feet above mean sea level. 
We want to be able to put in runways without sinking below marsh- 
land. 

The distance from other military airfields from the aspect of clear- 
ance and being a unit in the Air Command. 

Distance from commercial airfields is a factor. 

We wanted to be within proximity to the Gulf of Mexico. We 
preferred to be within 35 miles. 

We had to be clear of areas where other operations were already in 
effect. 

We considered public transportation, the availability of railroads, 
water transportation, and so on. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, you feel that all the public utilities 
are there and available? 

Admiral Russe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuepparD. You do not anticipate being self-sustaining as far 
as electricity, telephone, and water? 

Admiral Russevu. May I ask the civil engineer to answer that? 
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Mr. SHepparp. Surely. 

Commander Maury. Electric power is available in the vicinity, 
We would have to develop a water supply for the station. i 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You expect to develop water or a water supply on 
the station and not be dependent on adjacent municipalities? 

Commander Maury. We now anticipate that. At another field in 
that general area we were able to obtain water from private sources 
and we have arranged to do that, but at the moment we are counting 
on our own water supply. 

Admiral Russe.u. I might say, Mr. Chairman, some 30 sites were 
surveyed and some 12 were very thoroughly gone into. Although the 
New Iberia site was originally offered by the local people, a very sincere 
objection arose from the local farmers when they were apprised of the 
amount of land that would be taken, and because of the objection of 
the local people a very thorough reappraisal was made and Admiral 
Doyle of the Training Command said he never tried so hard to disprove 
the selection of a site and he had to admit this was where the field could 
be installed to the best advantage of the Navy. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, your requirement under the land 
acquisition is 4,500 acres? 

Admiral Russe. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is that your total requirement or do you anticipate 
having to come back later on and get additional land? I would like 
to pursue this very carefully, gentlemen. 

Admiral Russetut. We do not see a need for more than the 4,500 
acres for the field per se, but in order to protect this field from encroach- 
ment we will have to have further easements for radio towers or such 
that might be placed in the area. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Show me on the map where the field will be. 

Major Fenton. We will be located in this general area on the chart, 
which is to the west of New Orleans (indicating). 

Admiral Russet. Here is the old field (indicating). 

Mr. SuHepparb. How close are your runways to populated areas? 

Admiral Russexu. Here is a detailed chart of the property owners. 
You will remember on the other chart there was a lake. Here is the 
lake and these are the proposed runways with the traffic pattern to 
the left and right. This land is reasonably high, I believe it runs 
from 8 to 25 feet, and all other sites in this area which we tried very 
vigorously to make do, are subject to flooding and so on. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Taking a flight pattern as it is indicated, do both 
of these circles indicate both takeoff and landing both left and right? 

Admiral Russe.Lu. We would like to use them in both directions. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It would appear from this map that in this pattern 
to the left you will be flying over considerable population. Is that 
a correct interpretation? 

Mr. Hanazsury. Not a considerable population, sir. 

Mr. SuepparD. From what geographical area are your objections 
emanating with respect to the pattern in the map I have before me? 

Admiral Russreiu. The objection is led by the landowners in that 
area. 

Mr. SuepparpD. But which pattern, the right or left or both of them? 

Admiral Russe.u. Both of them. These people have very sincere 
objections to our coming in there. They have comfortable farming 
lands farmed by tenant farmers largely, and they object to the dis- 
placement of those people. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Will you outline what are going to be the confines 
of the station as such? 

Admiral Russeuu. I believe it is the solid white area and the 
shaded area would be affected by avigation easements. 

Mr. SHeprarp. What is the total amount of properties that you 
would displace, because people are one thing and properties another. 
By displacing one property you might displace six people. What is 
the total amount of properties you would displace? 

Admiral Russeiy. We are taking in the old municipal airport plus 
3,500 acres and the actual displacement of property owners is 70 
individual landowners and approximately 140 families. 

Mr. SHEepparpD. What is the status at the moment of this project 
insofar as the acquisition of the necessary land pertains to the confines 
of the white area reflected on this map? Are you going to have to go 
in and condemn all the land involved in the area because of the con- 
troversy between the military and the people residing on the land? 

Admiral Russe. I would say we do not yet have authority. It is 
in both the Senate and House versions of our authorization bill, but 
until we have the authority we cannot act. Thereafter, it appears 
we will have to condemn the majority of the properties. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the normal amount of time in that area for 
the successful termination of condemnation proceedings? Have you 
had that experience? 

Mr. T1ENCKEN. I have not. We deposit an amount predicated on 
the Navy’s appraisal and then the property owners, with the judge’s 
permission, can draw that amount. 

Mr. SHepparp. That is after the court determines the value? 

Mr. TrencKEN. No, the deposit which the Navy will make is 
predicated on its appraisal and the court may, in its discretion, 
hold out a certain part of it. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is your legal experience in that geographical 
area as to condemnation proceedings? If, hypothetically, you had 
100 pieces of property, the assumption is you would first negotiate, 
and if you negotiated 40, that would leave 60. Then, because of a 
difference of opinion by and between the Navy and those 60 people, 
you would have to go into condemnation proceedings. What normally 
would be the length of time that would elapse before the court would 
render its decision on the condemnation proceedings filed by the Navy? 

Mr. Trencken. We have had no experience in that particular area. 
The case of Alvin Callender in the New Orleans area is now being 
adjudicated by the court. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is your general experience timewise in 
condemnation proceedings? 

Mr. Trenckxen, A fairly high percentage are adjudicated promptly. 

Mr. Suepparp. What do you mean by promptly? Do you mean 
6 months, 10 months, or how long? 

Mr. TrencKEN. From 6 months to a year. 

_Mr. Suepparp. In other words, you could be held up by condemna- 
tion proceedings in the final determination up to, let us say, | year 
and not be out of bounds for reasonable procedure? 

Mr. Trencken. That would be the time for adjudication of a 
price. We would get possession upon the filing of the declaration of 
taking, 

_Mr. Suepparp. It is evident as far as the Navy is concerned at this 
time that you will take this land unless you are stopped by law. 
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Admiral Russetu. We feel we must do this; yes. 

Mr. SHeprparD. What is the total estimated cost for completion of 
this base? 

Captain McKinney. Approximately $35 million. 

Mr. SHepparD. What would be the length of time that you would 
anticipate, if the Congress gave you the $24,361,000 in this request, it 
would take to consummate the construction to the degree that it 
would become operational? 

Captain McHenry. That is rather a long question. I would like 
to answer that by items. 

Mr. SuHeprarp. I do not care how you answer it. Your presenta- 
tion at the moment is that you vitally need this base in order that 
you can carry out in continuity the policy of expansion presently 
under consideration not only as reflected under this bill but by reason 
of policy set down by various and sundry authorities. I am trying 
to get as reasonable an answer as I can to this question: If Congress 

ave you the full amount that is requested, how soon would this 
ase be operational in the pattern presently designed? 

Admiral Russeuu. I would estimate we would operate 18 months 
to 2 vears after we received authority and funds to proceed. 

Captain McHenry. I would like to confirm the 2-year figure. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparpb. This particular site now having been determined 
as essential to the requirements of the Navy in order that it may per- 
fect the training requirements of its personnel would have no value 
to you unless you had it in toto? 

Admiral Russe.u. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, that is, what 
we are asking at this time, $24,361,000. 

Mr. SHepparD. My next question is directed to the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks. What engineering has been done to justify the 
figure of $24,361,000? 

Captain McHenry. We have had rather exhaustive engineering 
studies, although we do not have advance planning as we generally 
call it. We have the feasibility report prepared by F. Shutts Sons of 
Lake Charles, La., dated in January 1955, and coupled with that we 
have an economic study of two sites, one site, Houma, La., and the 
other site New Iberia, La., dated February 25, 1955. 

These are rather exhaustive preparations and some of the exhibits 
you saw earlier are parts of these. 

Mr. SHepparD. Would these be a working format for continuation 
of evaluation? 

Captain McHenry. They would. 

Mr. SuHepparD. They are rather extensive as far as volume ap- 
pearance. 

How long would it take you to get your contracts out in order to 
have it engineered for contractual prices? 

Captain McHenry. From 150 to 300 days we could have all these 
plans and specifications completed and advertised for award. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Would that require special expedition on the part 
of your Department? 

Captain McHenry. No, sir, that would be routine operating pro- 
cedure. That is based on the time we receive the money and the 
authority. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. That is obvious, but I think it is reasonable to as- 
sume that this bill will clear the House and the Senate rather rapidly 
because of the time of the year that prevails, aside from the require- 
ments that are involved militarily speaking. 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Now I address my next question to the Comptroller 
of the Navy. When, in your opinion, if the Congress saw fit to 
appropriate the $24,361,000, would the money be apportioned to the 
Navy for the purpose of expediting this project? Where would it 
stand in priority? 

Admiral Suir. The priority of the project will be established by 
the Office of the Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of Naval Oper- 

ations but the order of handling through my office may not have 
relationship to the priority list of public works projects. When the 
apportionment request comes from the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
it will be approved by my office and submitted expeditiously to the 
Secretary of Defense and to the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. SHepparp. How much trouble would it be for you to find out 
from the Office of the Secretary of Defense—I do not expect you to ask 
the Bureau of the Budget, of course—how they consider this project 
in apportioning funds for it as compared to other projects? 

Admiral Smirx. I understand it has a very high priority. 

Mr. SHEPPARD, You understand that but you have not been told 
that? 

Admiral Smiru. No, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Would you be in a position by next Tuesday to 
advise us the position this project holds in priority apportionment- 
wise? 

Admiral Smitu. I shall endeavor to get that information. 

Admiral Ciarx. As far as the Navy is concerned, the Chief of 
Naval Operations and the Secretary of the Navy—I believe I can 
speak for him too—have said this would be one of our highest priority 
items, and I believe the Secretary of Defense will give us a favorable 
hearing on our priority list as he has in the past. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You have the Chair’s permission, if you desire to 
use it, to express to those who have cognizance of the apportionment 
of funds in the office of the Secretary of Defense that we are very 
carefully and cautiously inquiring into this, because of the contro- 
versy that has arisen, and my personal attitude will be largely con- 
trolled by whether you will get this money promptly or not. 

Admiral Crarx. I can assure you this will be on our primary 
funding list. 

Mr. SHepparD. That does not mean it will be funded that way. 

Admiral Ciark. I defended this and assisted the Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy in defending this program before the Secretary of Defense 
and I am sure he is convinced this is a very urgent project. 

Mr. Suepparp. If we may have some definite information on this 
we shall appreciate it very much. 

(The following information was submitted for the record :) 

The Assistant Secretary of Defense (C omptroller) and the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (Properties and Installations) have given assurance that the construc- 


tion of the Naval Auxiliary Air Station at New Iberia, La., has their approval and 
the apportionment request for funds will be given expeditious treatment. 
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Mr. Suepparp. I have before me a list that has been supplied to 
the committee, gentlemen, that indicates that some of the 25 compo- 
nents that make up the $24,361,000 do not fall within the No. 1 priority 
requirements. I hand it to you and ask you to check it and see if that 
verifies your previous statement. 

Admiral Ciarx. Yes; it does. I understand some of the compo- 
nents timewise may not be in a position where we could obligate the 
funds this year. We heard Captain McHenry say it would be about 
300 days before the contracts could be let. Some of these components 
need to be started sooner than others, so what we would do would be 
to purchase the land, the other basic things as shown on our primary 
funding list. It may be that some of these things will not have to 
be ac tually started until after a year has passed and therefore we could 
not say we would put every one of these under contract within that 
time. As you can see, we have a larger requirement than we have 
funds and we try to phase it so that we get a usable facility for the 
high priority items and the rest of the funds will have to come in a 
little later. We might delay the clubs and we might have to tempo- 
rarily store the ammunition elsewhere until we get going. 

Captain McKinney. The new auxiliary air station at New Iberia, 
La., is required to support the increased pilot output of 3,100 pilots 
per ‘year, in the Naval Air Advanced Training Command. Admiral 
Russell has given you a detailed justification for this new station 
so I will merely enumerate the items, with the estimated costs of 
each item. These are the facilities that are required to provide an 
operable and usable auxiliary air station. 


Item 
Bn, i ak Ba ol Hees memes os ashe $1, 363, 000 
BD. TRIOS Se A RE nn ccm thcdachoenawesib 6, 789, 000 
3. Operations building and control tower___________-__--_------- 509, 000 
4. Navigational aids and communication facilities______________- 1, 176, 000 
So Giese 8 Joie ree as rete oe®, soil) lee er es 1, 368, 000 
oc sh let tains one dln lane es ace cnadnciconeeiy wit 720, 000 
gy I i a ee os cn in ohana 569, 000 
5. Ce I Dl rn ne eee ne ea owe 130, 000 
9. Enlisted men’s subsistence building (1,000 men)____._......___- 435, 000 
10. Bachelor officer’s quarters and mess (100 officers) ______._.---- 728, 000 
11. Cadet quarters and mess (124 cadets)__....-....-.--------.. 571, 000 
12. Enlisted men’s barracks (1,082°men) - . ._._..._...-..._.-.... 1, 884, 000 
13. Public works transportation buildings and offices___._________- 189, 000 
2d Connnes TOMNONN ss LC i i. Secle e e 187, 000 
1b.. Peskin slab 10) 5 ch tiee bod ers wre an Li i dp eRe ee 499, 000 
16. Aircraft maintenance hanger (lst increment) __._.........----- 1, 439, 000 
rc er ta i rl 406, 000 
ei ee ee 387, 000 
10.) Ronin, arent, ii ne OPOR.. 5. 2 oc ect ceeenn 213, 000 
20. Administration building (2-story) ___..._......-..----------- 229, 000 
21. Ground school and link trainer building__...........-.---.--_- 583, 000 
22. Land acquisition (4,500 acres in fee)_..............-------..- 2, 915, 000 
Bee a CHEE... . Sea ee a cate dnc co ee Chee een 817, 000 
2A. Access Pon CUD Ieee CE Lea 161, 000 
25. Crash truck building and parking area______._.......-------- 94, 000 
PURINE I i ake wea coe AS sehr bh ee oink eo dite 24, 361, 000 


Feasibility study, report, reconnaissance survey, soils and foundation study, 
preliminary estimates for all projects and economic site comparison studies, 
by F. Schutt’s Sons, Lake Charles, La., $18,000. 

Mr. SHEepparD. I see some si that are disturbing. For example, 
I would consider navigation aids to be of paramount importance. 
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Admiral Russe.u. That is true, but the runways have to be built 
first. 

Captain McKinney. In that connection, you will note the entire 
amount is not here. 

Mr. SuHepparD. That is true. We want to feel here that if this 
project is of the importance you have testified it is—and I am satisfied 
you are testifying correc ‘tly—that nothing happens to this project later 
by those who are handing out the funds that will tie this project up. 
You have a controversial - project here in the first place because of its 
location, and I think we should be assured that everybody from the 
Secretary of Defense down, and I might ask the Bureau of the Budget 
for an answer, because we feel in an operation of this kind if it is worthy 
of this kind of expenditure and it is important to your training re- 
quirements, this the type of project that should be ‘consummated as 
rapidly as possible. 

Captain McKinney. That is right. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. To me this type of project is outstanding compared 
to some of the others. 

Captain McKinney. For example, you will note under item 5 we 
are asking for $1,368,000 for utilities. In the supplemental funding we 
are only asking for $368,000. That applies to a lot of items here. 


NavaL AvuxILiARY Arr Station, Wuitina Fiexip, Fa. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item which is the Naval 
Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla., wherein you are making a 
request for $385,000. Will you present your justifications on the 


$385,000? 

I note at this installation the plant value is $14,991,384; funded 
construction not in plant value, $889,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $723,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $723,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $4,192,500. 

Captain McKinney. This is to supply family housing for key per- 
sonnel. We are asking for 4 senior officer quarters and 20 junior officer 
quarters or a total of 24 family housing units for this station, which is 
located about 7 miles north of Milton, Fla. 

Mr. SHepparD. What type of housing is the officer group living 
in now? 

Captain McFartanp. We have 1 permanent quarters for officers 
and 14 temporary-type houses which are not suitable for permanent 
housing. In addition we have 42 units of rental housing occupied by 
officers and 71 title VIII houses. We have a total of 114 units which 
are considered adequate and our gross requirement is 337 units and 
our net requirement is 323 units. This is a small increment in meeting 
the total officer requirement. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are you coming back for future housing in that 
area? 

Captain McFartanp. In future programs; yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this housing been engineered? 

Captain McHenry. No, sir; there has been no advance planning 
engineering on this project. The estimates were established by 
criteria from the Department of Defense. 
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Navau Arr Sration, ALAMEDA, CALIF. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, which is the Naval 
Air Station, Alameda, Calif., wherein you are requesting a total of 
$3,729,000 covering 3 items. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $73,999,135; funded 
construction not in plant value, $10,818,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,729,000; th 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $3,729,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $45,353,000. 

Will you proceed with your justifications for those items? 

Captain McKinney. The first item is aircraft cleaning and 
stripping, $547,000. 

It is necessary to preclean and paint strip aircraft prior to examina- 
tion and evaluation for preplanning and control of depth of overhaul, 
a hazardous operation involving extremely caustic solvents. Out- 
door operations cause delays due to inclement weather. Rain dilutes 
and washes off solvents before they become effective; the sun drys 
them before they become effective; personnel danger is increased by 
unexpected wind overspray. 

The next item is seadrome lighting, $182,000. This item is to 
provide permanent lights for all-weather night operations of seaplanes 
in the naval air station, Alameda, seadrome. Without this, the 
continued use of the present temporary installation will adversely 
affect seaplane operations in this area with the ever-present danger of 
an airplane accident or loss of life in stormy weather to boat crews 
who must individually turn on each present buoy mounted light. 

The next item is dredging and fill, $3 million. This item is urgently 
required to dredge the entrance channel and turning basin. to permit 
docking of Midway and Forrestal class carriers at the Naval Air 
Station, Alameda. Dredged fill will be used to make additional 
useful land. Without this item, these types of carriers will be unable 
to dock at any air station on the west coast. 

We are taking advantage of the land fill from the dredging operation 
at Alameda, which is almost all built-up land. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this project been engineered? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, item No. 1 was engineered by Myron C. 
Gould of San Francisco, Calif., for $1,535, item No. 2 was engineered 
by the Tudor Engineering Co. of San Francisco, Calif., for $7,000 
and item No. 3 was engineered by the Navy Department public 
works officer, all within the past 6 months. 


NavaL Arr Station, ATLantic Crry, N. J. 


Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item, which is the naval 
air station at Atlantic City, N. J., wherein you are requesting a total 
of $233,000 for 2 items. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $9,857,422; funded 
construction not in plant value, $2,353,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $233,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $233,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $46,888,000. 

Will vou proc eed with your justification for those items? 

Captain McKinney. The first item is a supply warehouse, $188,000. 
Additional covered storage space is required to prevent deterioration 
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of material now being stored in the open and to provide urgently 
needed spare parts storage for aircraft. Our existing covered storage 
space is 56,000 square feet and our requirement is about 112,000 
square feet, leaving a deficit of about 56,000 square feet. This 
request W ill still leave us with a deficit of about 36,000 square feet. 

The next item is an access road to the magazine area, $45,000. An 
access road to the magazine area is required because the ler 1gthe ning 
of runway 13/31 cuts off existing roads to the area in question. Con- 
struction is required for a system of roads to connect the various 
loading, unloading, and storage areas to provide access to these areas 
within the Bureau of Ordnance safety clearance criteria and free of 
built-up building areas over roads strong enough to carry ordnance 
trucks. 

Mr. SuepparD. Has this project been engineered? 

Captain McHenry. Yes; item 1 was engineered by the firm of 
architects of Edwards & Green, of Philadelphia, Pa., for $2,000; and 
item 2 was engineered by the Navy Department public works officer. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. When? 

Captain McHenry. Within the last 6 months. 


NavaL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, BRowN FIELD, SAN Disco Country, 
Cauir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will now pick up the next item, which is the 
naval auxiliary air station, Brown Field, San Diego County, Calif, 
wherein you are requesting $214,600 for family housing. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $3,546,000; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $4,022,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $622,600; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $622,600; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $15,954,000. 

Will you present your justification for that item? 

Captain McKinney . This item is to provide for 2 senior officer 
quarters and 3 junior officer quarters and 10 enlisted men’s quarters 
which are urgently required to alleviate the critical deficiency of 
family housing for key personnel at this station. The drastic change 
in the mission of Brown Field from a small World War IT training field 
to a naval auxiliary air station capable of supporting jet aircraft has 
brought about an increase in the number of personnel on board with 
no provision being made, to date, to provide family housing. 

Mr. SHepparp. Do hou have accommodations there now to take 
care of them adequately? 

Captain McFaruanp. We do not. 

We have no permanent quarters for officers and 32 of our officers 
and enlisted men are in rented housing, all of which is substandard 
except 5 enlisted men’s units. 

Mr. Suepparp. Where is Brown Field? 

Captain McFartanp. Nine miles southeast of San Diego, Calif. 


Nava Arr Station, Brunswick, MAINE 


_Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item, which is the naval 
ar station at Brunswick, Maine, for which you are requesting a total 
of $3,285,000 composed of 13 subsidiary requirements. 
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I note at this installation the plant value is $11,896,005; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $14,254,500; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, $1,712,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,533,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $3,618,000; and the estimated future ap- 
propriation required, $28,269,000. 

I notice an item of $918,000 that has to do with the central heating 
plant. Brunswick, Maine, is an old operation, is it not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes. It was established in 1943 but was in- 
activated in 1946 and reactivated in 1951. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are you going to have to completely overhaul that 
heating plant? 

Captain McKinney. Public Law 207 of the 83d Congress provided 
$1 million for a boilerhouse which is not sufficient to handle the expand- 
ing needs. This is for additional heating equipment. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

With this item the steam plant now under construction which has been designed 
to furnish all the heating requirements for the station, will be completed. Without 


this item the activity at the station during cold weather will be curtailed due to a 
lack of steam and heat. 


Mr. Suepparp. In other words, this is a continuity of increments, 
and this is the second increment; is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. It is to heat the expanded facilities. 

Mr. SHerparpD. How many of the rest of the requirements fall into 
the second increment category? 

Captain McKinney. That is the only one, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SuHepparp. All the rest are new facilities that are needed on 
the base? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; plus item 13 for the crash facilities, 
which was authorized by Public Law 534, 83d Congress. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

Item 1.—Composite approach lighting, $82,000.—This provides for installation of 
high intensity approach lights off the end of the instrument runway. It will fill 
an existing gap in an instrument landing approach between the ground-controlled 
approach system and the point of touchdown on the runway. Without this item 
a necessary link in an instrument landing will be open and a potential for aircraft 


accidents with attendant loss of life will continue to exist during operations that 
must be conducted in bad weather and low visibility. 


Captain McHenry. There is one item of runway and taxiway 
strengthening, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Under what category as expressed here would 
that fall, Captain? 

Captain McHenry. Item 3. 

Mr. Suepparp. Airfield paving and soil stabilization? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. You are asking for $222,000 for that. What are 
you going to pave there? 

Captain McHenry. This item covers repaving and strengthening 
of the runway, stabilizing runway shoulders, and hardstands for 
crash equipment. 

(The following was submitted later :) 


The purpose of this item is to recondition the crosswind runway which is vital 
to the all-weather operations that need be conducted at this station. In addition, 
part of the taxiway available for the 8,000 feet dual runways must be strengthened 
to permit its use by heavy patrol planes. Without it the all-weather operations 
will be curtailed and intermittent use of the runways for taxiways must continue 
with resulting delays in landings and takeoffs. 
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Mr. SHerparD. What is the theater situation? 

Captain McKinney. This station has no theater at present. 
Movies are presently shown occasionally in the gymnasium, restricting 
the athletic program and increasing the maintenance of the gymnasium 
floor. During the winter months personnel living aboard and in 
adjacent housing projects must seek recreation on the station due to 
the rigorous climate which adversely affects commuting to nearby 
small towns. Without this item (No. 4) the present problem of lowered 
morale will continue. $266,000 is requested for this item. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the personnel strength at this station? 

Captain McKinney. The present officer strength is 215, enlisted 
men 1,912, civilians 361, and the plan at the end of 1957 is for 409 
officers, 2,651 enlisted men, and 361 civilians. 

Mr. SHepparD. What are you doing for fire protection in addition 
to what you have there now? 

Captain McKinney. We have an antiquated system there at 
present. The fires are reported by telephone. We have had several 
disastrous fires there with the loss of 3 lives and over $500,000 of 
property damage. This will provide a modern fire alarm system, sir. 
$53,000 is requested for this item which is item No. 5. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


Item 6. Fire-protection systems, $143,000.—This provides for installation of 
fire-protection systems in various buildings used for quarters, medical care, and 
recreation. Buildings whose design is not compatible with this installation will 
be provided with automatic fire-detection devices. In addition, the capacity of 
the water reservoir will be increased. Without this item fire-fighting capabilities 
of the station will be below a safe standard and uncontrolled fires could result if 
wind conditions were such as to spread a conflagration. 

Item 7. Supply facilities, $300,000.—This provides for construction of essential 
warehouse facilities. This additional space is required for the increased volume 
of spare parts associated with modern day aircraft. This item will increase the 
operational efficiency of assigned squadrons because delays in obtaining spare 
parts will be greatly reduced as most spare parts will be stored on the station. 

Item 8. Ordnance facilities and land acquisition, $245,000.—This provides for 
the construction of 1 small-arms and pyrotechnic magazine, 5,400 feet of railroad 
track, including turnouts and a 4-car unloading siding. Approximately 150 acres 
of land will be required. Unless it is provided the mission of the station to 
support assigned aircraft patrol squadrons will be curtailed as motor transit 
shipment of high explosives is not approved under the icy road conditions that 
exist at this station in the winter. 

Item 9. Water mains, $95,000.—This is to construct a pipeline to connect the 
station water system to off-station water sources and to make an interconnection 
to an existing and a proposed reservoir on the station. The present water system 
cannot handle the requirements of the station for normal usage and provide a 
fire-fighting reserve. 

Item 10. Communications facilities, $151,000.—This provides for construction 
of a VHF/UHF transmitter facility. It is an increment of the development of 
communications facilities at this station to provided modern equipment to 
accommodate the latest types of aircraft. 

Item 11. BOQ and mess, $686,000.—Present facilities consist of four temporary, 
wartime constructed, buildings, hazardous to personnel because of substandard 
design and construction. 


Mr. SHepparp. What is a compass rose? 

Captain McKinney. A compass rose is a nonmagnetic turntable 
that they mount the planes on for calibrating the compass equipment. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


ltem 12. Construct compass rose, $39,000.—This is for the construction of a 
standard compass rose, a standard requirement at every air station. None 
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exists at NAS, Brunswick. It consists of a concrete apron 120 feet in diameter 
accessible by means of a 200-foot-long taxiway 75 feet wide. In the center of the 
apron is a bronze (nonmagnetic) turntable. The taxiway and apron are designed 
to support 50,000-pound wheel loadings. Without this item present operations 
will be forced to continue under makeshift methods. 

Mr. Suepparp. What about your crash facilities? 

Captain McKinney. Those are the emergency fire and _ rescue 
facilities needed during aircraft operation. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

Item 13. Crash fccilities, $85,000.—There are no existing facilities for housing 
crash equipment at this station. Due to the severe weather experienced at this 
station, it is urgently required that equipmeat and crew have protective covering 
and work space for efficient and effective storage and repair of crash facilities and 
equipment. The present crash equipment allowance of 5 vehicles, necessitates 
4 stalls to house and maintain these vehicles in a state of readiness. 

Mr. SuHepparD. I notice reflected in your justifications the following 
comment “does not include 750 acres to be acquired in fiscal 1954.” 
What is the story on that? 

Mr. Hanasury. This is land acquisition for ordnance facilities and 
communication facilities. 

Mr. Suepparp. Why has that been pending over this period of 
time? What has happened? This was to be acquired with 1954 funds. 

Mr. Hanasury. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. What has happened? 

Mr. Tiencken. We have had quite a little difficulty trying to ascer- 
tain all of the property ownerships to develop the title information and 
survey the area, and there was some protest on it which prevented 
immediately surveying it. We finally got that ironed out and the 
project is just about ready for acquisition. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, your holdup has been due, as | 
interpret your answer, to the fact of lost property records, missing 
records, or inability to trace records; is that it? 

Mr. TrencKEN. Partly that and partly the fact that particular 
individuals protested and suggested that the particular ammunition 
storage facility be located elsewhere, and a review of the requirements 
necessitated delay. A decision was finally reached and we are now 
proceeding. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But you take the time element in what is involved 
here, which is a much less controversial area compared with New 
Iberia, and the fact you are going to get on your horse irrespective in 
the New Iberia thing, it looks like this is a rather long drawn out thing 
comparatively speaking. What happened that you wanted to avoid 
condemnation proceedings? Why this very favorable consideration 

compared with some others in a controversial status? 

Mr. Tiencken. The real answer to that is that we misjudged the 
acreage that we wanted in our original presentation. At that time, 
there was general language which we considered was sufficient to buy 
any amount of land. It developed after the Comptroller General’s 
opinion that we were limited to the exact acreage and we tried to fit 
the particular storage into the authorized acreage which was set out 
in the specifications. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any new facilities in this request that are 
dependent on acquiring that Jand—ordnance facilities? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir. The ordnance facility project is this 
program ties in with the figures for the acquisition of land. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. I call your attention to a like situation that took 
place in the committee early this morning, in which I referred to a 
report of the committee on the supplemental appropriation bill! for 
1955, wherein it was stated that the estimates presented to the com- 
mittee by the Department on this type of facilities in many instances 
were considerably higher than similar costs for the Air Force, and in 
the delineation of the geographical areas we find that the fire and crash 
stations at the Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, which we had 
under discussion at that time, was excluded because of the incon- 
sistence in the cost reflected by and between the two services. Now 
what has been done since the comments of the committee in that 
report, because of the fact we find here, under 13 “Crash facilities; 
building, and collateral,’ a total of $85,000? 

Captain McHenry. After a review of the designed standards 
following the elimination of that item, the Navy decided to effec: 
design changes in the crash facility. As a result, the cost per squere 
foot which was budgeted at $19.80 in the 1955 program, has now becn 
reduced to $15 per square foot for the 1956 program. Funding in the 
amount of only $85,000 is requested in this program, although the 
existing authorization under Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress is 
$105,000 based on the budget figures used last year. We consider the 
facility now planned will be adequate for the intended purpose and 
give bigger performance at a lower maintenance cost for the facilities 
required for the operation of this permanent naval station. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, the difference between the original 
figures and those here predicated was based on— 

Captam McHenry. Engineering redesign and of a more austere 
nature. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, we took off some of the trimmings; 
is that correct? 

Captain McHenry. Very correct. 

Captain McKinney. Under item 8, “Ordnance facilities,” if | 
implied there were no other increments involved, I did not mean to 
mislead you? 

Mr. Suepparp. I do not think you did. 

Captain McKinney. This provides for the construction of one 
small-arms and pyrotechnic magazine, 5,400 feet of railroad track 
including turn-outs and a 4-car unloading siding and approximately 
150 acres of land. So that the total ts included in that amount. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has this Brunswick project been engineered; if so, 
by whom and when? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir, it has. Item 4 has been engineered 
by A. J. Harriman, of Auburn, Maine, for $2,888; item 7 by W. 
Chester Brown & Associates, of Boston, Mass., for $1,200; item 11 by 
Colletti Bros., of Boston, Mass., for $6,120; item 13, by W. Chester 
Brown & Associates, of Boston, for $16,600. All other items by the 
district public works officer of the First Naval District. 


Nava Arr Station, Cecit Frevp, Fua., Duvat Country 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next project “Naval Air Station, 
Cecil Field, Fla.,’’ composed of 13 items constituting a total request 
of $9,099,200. 
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I note at this installation the plant value is $18,720,593; funded 
construction not in plant value, $10,584,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, $521,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $8,080,000; 
the proposed 1956 appropriation, $9,779,200; and the estimated 
future appropriation required, $14,424,000. 

How old is Cecil Field? 

Captain McKinney. It was established December 15, 1941. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. Now the composition of requirements as expressed 
and as broken down in the respective cost factors hypothetically 
suggests that the airfield represents $1,926,000. How many of those 
are new projects as against those rehabilitated in the continuity of 
projects over the life span of this particular station? 

Captain McKinney. Item 3 is the second increment of the hangar 
and item 5 is the second increment of the fueling station. All of the 
rest of them are new items. 

Mr. SuepparD. What is this known as, funcitonally speaking? 
Is this a master jet station? 

Admiral Russeuu. This is a master jet field. With your permission, 
I should like to show to the committee the general agreement for these 
flight support stations, I will ask Mr. Hanabury to point out the 
various elements which make up the flight support stations. 

Mr. Hanasury. The Jacksonville complex we are talking about— 
Jacksonville is an airport and industrial station—as you know is on 
the St. Johns River. We do not have carrier docks as shown here: 
those are over at Mayport. The complex consists of the airport and 
industrial station at Jacksonville; the master jet field, Cecil Field, 
and 2 auxiliary landing fields, 1 of which is Mayport, which will be 
used for carrier off loading, and another 1 in the program is White- 
house Field which will be used primarily for field carrier land opera- 
tions and complete support of the Jacksonville complex. Then 
about 75 miles south we have another field called Naval Auxiliary 
Air Field 

Mr. SHeEpparD. In relation to the north and south, indicating 
Jacksonville as the extreme northern point and Key West the extrene 
south, where would this be between the two points? 

Mr. Hanasury. About 350 or 400 miles south. Key West is 
away down; Jacksonville is up here [indicating]. Cecil Field is about 
12 or 14 miles west of Jacksonville; Mayport is about 17 miles east. 
Key West is not a master station; it is an antisubmarine and patrol 
station. 

Mr. SHepparD. We have received a communication from Congress- 
man Bennett of Florida in relation to Cecil Field, which we will place 
in the record at this point. 

(The matter referred to is as follows:) 





Testimony or CHarLes E. BENNETT, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, RE ORDNANCE 
Facinities, Paracnute Buiitprne, Creciru Fretp Navau Arr STATION 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate this opportunity to appear here today to testify 
in favor of an appropriation of $370,000 for ordnance facilities and $137,000 for 
a parachute building at Cecil Field Naval Air Station, Fla. These projects 
were authorized in the military public works bill last year, Public Law 534, 83d 
Congress. However, this committee had some questions about them when it 
considered the supplemental appropriation bill last August, and they were deferred 
a _ reason. It is my understanding that this difficulty has now been ‘re- 
solved. 
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There is a real need for these projects at Cecil Field. Without the ordnance 
facilities, this station will be unable properly to fill its mission to support assigned 
fleet aircraft for safe stowage and handling of ammunition. There are no existing 
ordnance shop facilities at this station and there is no space available which can 
be used for this purpose. The proposed ordnance shops are required for the safe 
and proper arming, disarming, repair, and maintenance of all types of ordnance 
used in the fleet training conducted at this station. The various types of weapons 
that will be worked on, consist of bombs, fuses, detonators, rockets, rocket motors 
aerial mines, torpedoes and torpedo warheads, and certain other new classified 
ordnance developments. 

There is also an urgent need for the parachute building. The Navy estimates 
that there will be a need for 400 parachutes at Cecil Field when presently planned 
expansion is completed. Safety regulations require that each parachute be 
repacked at prescribed intervals. This can be done satisfactorily only in buildings 
designed for this purpose, since there must be control over temperature, humidity, 
dirt, and dust. his function is being carried out now in a building which was 
not designed for this purpose and which is unsatisfactory. Without this building, 
present unsafe and satisfactory arrangements will continue to jeopardize the 
safety of aviation personnel. 

Thank you for permitting me to testify here today in favor of these projects. 


Admiral Russet. I submit the following for the record: 


The first item is for airfield pavements: 
(a) Runway (8,000 x 200 feet) $1, 757, 000 
(b) Taxiways 169, 000 


This provides for the construction of one 8,000 x 200 feet runway with con- 
necting taxiways. It is a part of the planned development of this field into a 
master jet air station. 

The number of planes to be assigned requires that another runway be available 
to accommodate the traffic. 

Item 2. Supply warehouse, $517,000—This provides for the second increment 
of permanent supply warehousing for aeronautical parts. It is required in order 
to store needed spare parts for the aircraft operating from the field. 

Item 3. Hangar (second increment), $1,168,000.—This is for the completion 
of the last third of a hangar now in use at NAS Cecil Field. It consists of 
an open hangar area 150 by 261 feet and a two-story lean-to 32 by 261 feet 
and will provide the proper maintenance areas for the aircraft assigned to this 
station. 

Item 4. Utilities, $862,000.— 


(a) Electrical $513, 000 
(>)  Wabenenmiteny Gnd aiden ed oooh soos dence ce ds 135, 000 
(c) Roads, walks and parking 111, 000 
(d) Telephones 

(e) Drainage 


862, 000 


This provides for the increased utilities required along with the incremental 
development of this station. Every administrative, operational, and training 
facility of the field is functionally dependent upon adequate utilities. 

Item 5. Fueling stations (4) (second increment), $577,000.—This provides for the 
construction of fueling:stations capable of refueling 8 aircraft at a rate of 400 
gallons per minute per aircraft. If the item is not provided, fleet-training opera- 
tions will continue to be hindred. Fuel-consumption rates for modern jet-type 
aircraft reduce a requirement that conventional truck refuelers cannot satisfy 
in the time necessary for refueling. 

Item 6. Recreation facilities, $428,000.— 


(a) Site preparation 
(b) Facilities: 
1. 1 football field, 2 softball diamonds, 6 basketball courts, and 
2 handball courts 
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This provides for the construction of a 500-seat theater with stage for training, 
educational, and recreational programs. Additional facilities will consist of 2 soft- 
ball diamonds (1 lighted), 1 football field, 2 handball courts, and 6 basketball! 
courts. With this item the station will be able to prosecute a well-rounded physi- 
cal-training program. This station is 13 miles from suitable recreation facilities, 

Item 7. Boresighting range (4 1,000 foot firing positions), $150,000—This is to 
construct a four-position live firing boresighting range. The ranges are required 
to check the dispersion pattern of aircraft guns which must be checked after every 
2,000 rounds are fired to insure the proper degree of accuracy. 

Item 8. Ordnance facilities, $557 ,000.— 


ee ERR A A oe Oy. wale yun’ dity ee OOO 
(1) Topsoil and grassing, (2) dreinage, (3) paving. 
@) SAR RENE APR AEING so an cdied Kndeneniel t= ade weet 
(c) 4 fuse and detonator magazines_______._..__.__- 
(1) Topsoil, grassing, paving, and drainage. 
(d) 15 ready rocket magazines. ___...._._._._.--- i ag ot Pr 58, 000 
Czy 1 Simi SINR TR Se es Rg 134, 350 
(1) Enclosed space, (2) covered space, (3) site preparation, 
(4) collateral. 
(f) 1 ordnance shop-- ---___-- tg ” : --=s~ $40, G00 


| a 557, 000 


This is for the construction of a fourth increment of required magazines inert 
storehouse and ordnance shop. Without this the station will be unable to comply 
with Bureau of Ordnance and CNO criteria for storage of ammunition and the 
mission to support fleet aircraft will be seriously impaired. 

Item 9. Security facilities, $53,000.—This provides for the construction of a per- 
manent gatehouse and office space for the security department and the industrial 
relations department. The present facilities consist of a ramshackle building as- 
sembled from abandoned construction shacks. 

Item 10. Bachelor officers quarters and subsistence, $1,162,000. 


(oe), Grmmsiure... jsiad xdt. cows dullescco dice tv. ad sob adeau aeece tae $939, 000 


7 nid 15, 000 
see _. 40, 000 


(Oe) Eeeeneeee. alt “sib et wid ts 005 eal ie fe 7 ; oe 134, 500 
(c) Collateral: 

5 VOID. os ieal sadibcu J Purda' a BE LAGE ad ep: 86, 250 

2. Subsistence________ Seth 292.2208 Sean mIOnG walt cdl 2, 250 

a 162, O00 


This provides for the construction of a BOQ facility including messing for 150 
capacity and is urgently required at NAS Cacil Field to alleviate existing sub- 
standard officer berthing and to provide minimum basie support for officer per- 
sonnel assigned to this activity. These facilities will replace existing BOQ 
facilities which are totaliy inadequate and insufficient to meet minimum require- 
ments of established criteria. In addition, the type of construction of existing 
facilities precludes any attempt to adapt or modify these structures for permanent 
use. 

Navan Arr Station, Ceci, Freup, Fua. 


Airfield pavements: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $2,000, estimate. 

Supply warehouse: Reynolds, Smith & Hills, Jacksonville, Fla., $2,650. 

Hangar: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $1,485. 

Utilities: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $700. 

Fueling stations: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $4,300, estimate. 

Recreation facilities: Theater—Norman M. Giller & Associates, Miami Beach. 
Fla., $3,300, estimate; outdoor facilities—Reynolds. Smith & Hills, Jacksonville, 
Fla., $800, estimate. 

Boresight range: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $800. 

Ordnance facilities: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $5,210. 

Security facilities: PWO NAS Cecil Field, Fla. 

Bachelor officers quarters. 

Ordnance facilities: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $3,700, estimate. 

Parachute building: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $1,345. 

Family housing: 1 senior officer, 12 junior officers, 77 employees. 
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NavaL AuxILiary LANDING FreLtp, Crows LANpbING, CALIF. 


Mr. SHepparp. Proceed with the next item ‘Naval Auxiliary 
Landing Field, Crows Landing, Calif.”’ 

I note at this installation the plant value is $4,821,284; funded 
construction not in plant value, $272,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, $89,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $787,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $876,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $7,093,000. 

You are providing here for a crash fire station at a cost of $89,000. 

Captain McKinney. This is an item for which we had prior author- 
ization. It pertains to the same objection as those crash facilities you 
discussed heretofore. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the difference between the figures presented 
in this present budget and that of last year, if any? 

Captain McKinney. There is no difference in the figures. As you 
recall, all those were held up. 

Mr. SHepparp. Captain McHenry, what is your comment on this? 

Captain McHenry. The crash fire station at Crows Landing was 
estimated at $14.19 a foot. J think the minimum it will provide is a 
satisfactory service for the intended purpose. A review of the design 
was made not only by the Navy but jointly with representatives of 
the Air Force and Department of Defense, and a favorable final agree- 
ment with DOD by the two services was reacbed on this matter. 
Certain other fire crash stations in Navy’s 1955 program have been 
reduced in cost due to design change. The project design here, how- 
ever, is the minimum structure and is not subject to further price 
reduction. 

Captain McKinney. I might add that under the Navy procedure 
we actually house the emergency crews right there in the building, 
and the Air Force procedure is just to have them there on a temporary 
basis and then let them go. We have them there all of the time, so 
that there is a little greater requirement for our crash fire stations than 
there is for the Air Force. They are on duty 24 hours. 


Navy AvuxIiLiary Arr Station, Et CENTRO, CaA.ir. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item, “Naval auxiliary air 
station, El Centro, Calif.,”” composed of three items—ordnance 
loading ramp, land acquisition, and ammunition storage, creating a 
total request for $591,000. 

The plant value is $17,776,609; funded construction not in plant 
value, $203,000; existing unfunded authorization, $225,000; the 
proposed 1956 authorization, $992,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $1,217,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$24,992,000. 

What is the function of the last one, ammunition storage? 

Captain McKinney. El Centro is a naval auxiliary air station for 
Miramar Master Jet Complex. As such, it handles the major portion 
of the combat training for 4 air groups consisting of some 283 aircraft. 
This training actually consists of firings and bombings on the adjacent 
impact areas, using combat ammunition, bombs, and rockets. 

(The following was submitted later:) 
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Item 1. Ordnance loading ramp, $282,000.—An ordnance loading ramp is 
required to replace the existing Marston matting rendered unusable by heavy 
jet aircraft and jet blasts. The existing ramp in addition to being hazardous 
from the standpoint of flying rocks and and caused by jet blasts which can 
seriously damage both personnel and aircraft, is also within the 750-foot standard 
clearance line from the centerline of the adjoining runway. 

Item 2. Land acquisition (ordnance area). (a) Land, 210 acres, $84,000.—This 
acquisition is required to meet minimum safety distance criteria for ordnance 
structures as set forth by the Bureau of Ordnance. 


Navan Auxiniary Arr Station, Ex Centro, Car. 


a loading ramp: Porter, Urquhart & Beavin, Los Angeles, $2,110 (esti- 
mated). 

Land acquisition: DPWO-11ND. 

Ammunition storage: DPWO-11ND. 


Navat AuxiLiary Arr Station, Fatiton, Nev. 


Mr. SuHepparp. Pick up the next item “Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Fallon, Nev.,” composed of a series of 4 items, including family housing 
which will make 5, in the total amount of $1,264,700. 

At this installation the plant value is $10,689,156; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, $5,072,000; existing unfunded authorization, 
$101,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,467,700; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $1,559, 700; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $20,326,000. 

Captain McKinney. That includes family housing for $131,700. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is not that a rather old project? 

Captain McKinney. It was established originally in 1944 and dis- 
established in 1946 and reactivated in 1951. This is actually the field- 
carrier support practice for bombing and cold-weather training. It 
is about 220 miles northeast of Alameda, which is the master jet 
field, the main seaport industrial station for this jet complex. At this 
station a are given 2 or 3 weeks’ intensified gunnery training be- 
fore and after serving with the fleet carriers. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

Item 1. Recreation building, $420,000.—This provides for the construction of 
an all-purpose recreation building to provide facilities for a combination gym- 
nasium-theater-chapel, bowling alley, and billiard room, library and Navy 


exchange. The isolation of this station makes on-station recreation mandatory. 
Item 2. Barracks, $558,000.— 


en ne eee en eee ee ewe $464, 400 
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This is needed to house personnel attached to units assigned to this station 
for training. The present barracks do not have the capacity to house these 
personnel. If not provided the housing problem will have to be solved by con- 
verting some shop buildings. 

Item 3. Live firing bore-sighting range, $63,000.—The range is required to check 
the dispersion pattern of aircraft guns which must be checked after every 2,000 
rounds are fired to insure accuracy. 

Item 4. Crash facilities, $92,000.—This provides for the construction of a 
standard crash truck facility with provisions for three truck stalls and housing 
for the operating personnel. Weather conditions at this station are extreme in 
both summer and winter. 
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Item 5. Family housing, $131,700.— 
(a) Senior officer (field grade), 1,500 square feet average, 2 each at 


(b) Junior officer (company grade), 1,125 square feet average, 6 each at 


The eight MOQ are urgently required to alleviate the critical deficiency of 
housing that exists at this station. This deficiency is due to the fact that this 
station is isolated with no adequate community support available. The nearest 
large community is Reno, Nev., approximately 60 miles distant. 


Nava. Auxiniary Arr Station, FAuuon, Nev. 


Recreation building: Sverdrup & Parcel, San Francisco, $5,800. 

Barracks: Pwo. 

Live firing bore-sight range: By DPWO 12ND. 

Crash facilities: Sverdrup & Parcel, San Francisco, $212.00 ! 

Family housing: 2 senior officers; 6 junior officers——None, based on DOD 
criteria. 


Navat Arr Station, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item “Naval Air Station, Jackson= 
ville, Fla.,”” composed of 6 requirements under the subheads, and the 
total amount of money requested for 1956 is $2,224,000. 

The plant value is $56,635,875; funded construction not in plant 
value, $6,982,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $2,224,000; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $2,224,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$29,459,000. 

What is the necessity that creates these additional facilities there? 
Jacksonville is an old operation; so why the necessity for this? 

Captain McKinney. This is to provide facilities for the fleet 
carrier operation, and is part of the complex we just explained on this 
chart, and Jacksonville is the seaport industrial station for this Cecil 


Field master jet complex. 
Mr. SHepparD. What is the category of electronics required here 


in the amount of $186,000 in item No. 1? 
Captain McHenry. That is under “Collateral equipment and 


electronics.” 
(The following was submitted later:) 


Item 1. Communication facilities, $419,000.—This is to provide radio equipment 
in a remote location free from electrical interference for positive control of aircraft 
operations. Communications with aircraft equipped with UHF only are especially 
unreliable without remote receiver and transmitter facilities. 

Item 2. Fleet logistic air wing terminal, $102,000.—This provides for remodeling 
and equipping of an existing building to provide a fleet logistic air wing termina] 
along with facilities for customs, district passenger agent, and courier service. 
Existing facilities are overcrowded and inefficiently laid out. This item is required 
for health and comfort of passengers, many of whom are dependents going and 
arriving from overseas, and for control of passengers for customs and immigration. 

Item 3. Photographic laboratory, $236,000.—This is for the construction of a 
photographie laboratory capable of meeting the requirements of the air station 
and the photographic squadrons based aboard. The small existing facility is so 
overcrowded that it is common practice for equipment required to carry on one 
operation to be broken down, stored, and other specified equipment set up in its 
place to carry out a different type of operation in day-to-day business, 


1 Estimated only, prorated part of larger contract. 
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Item 4. Connecting taxiway, $344,000.—This is to provide a. taxiway between 
the seaplane area and the landplane area. The old seaplane area is presently 
used for overhaul and repair operations and by landplane fighter squadrons, 
The present access is circuitous and hazardous due to obstructions and is not 
lighted at night. Despite great care taken by taxi directors and pilots minor 
accidents are not infrequent and costly. A hazardous cendition exists and planes 
of the VP squadrons are frequently bottled in by O. and R. aircraft being towed 
along the route. 

Item 5. Warmup apron, $201,000.—This provides for the construction of a new 
10-inch thick concrete apron, including mooring eyes, drainage structures, and 
strengthening of underground utilities to replace an existing deteriorated apron. 

Item 6. Bombing targets including land acquisition, $922,000.— 


1. Etonia bombing target, Putnam County, Fla.: 
(a) Site preparation, fencing, observation post access roads, 
communications, electric generator sealidiwd «cd $66,000 
(b) Acquisition of land, 2,560 acres, at $32.40 ; ae . 883, 000 


Subtotal. ___. nt ws » Hennes 149, 000 
. Rosier bombing target, Bradford County, Fla.: 
(a) Site preparation, fencing, observation post access roads, 
communications, generator t ey 
(b) Acquisition of land, 2,560 acres, at $53.90 ei eee 


Subtotal __.__ __- ph POEL da OS ea LAVOE 


3. Sharon bombing target, Clay County, Fla.: 
(a) Site preparation, fencing, observation post access roads, 
communications, engine generator. 
(b) Acquisition of land, 2,560 acres, at $45 _________________. 115, 200 


PADORAL cr ccrs ns cata eb = eles Wa ba HARE ~ Leo AR 


. Stevens Lake bombing target, Clay County, Fla.: 
Site preparation, observation post, access roads, communications, 
generator 
(b) Avigation easements, 17,250 acres, at $3.35 
(c) Aequisition of land, to be obtained from State at no cost_ _. 


abate 2 Seis SSSA SOG Bs i elu IOS d oh eee 


. Union bombing target, Union County, Fla.: 
(a) Site preparation, fencing, observation Batt, access roads, 
communications, generator - halt ileal acta aspen 
(b) Acquisition of land, 2,560 acres, at $55. ati .j.....1 141, 000 


Subtotal e. sal ain, eat ci am Seetetes bE 000 


Total. ah Bb BLSs2 OC aE 922, 000 


Detailed budget justification f for this paninat' is included in the classified portion 
of this program. 


NAvAL AIR STATION, JACKSONVILLE, Fa. 


Communciation facilities: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $800 (estimate). 

Fleet logistics air wing terminal, and photographic laboratory: Reynolds, Smith 
& Hills, Jacksonville, Fla., $2,670. 

Connecting taxiway: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $600 (estimate.) 

‘Warmup apron: DPWO 6ND. 

Bombing targets, including land acquisition: PWO NAS Jax. 


Navau Arr Station, Kny West, Fra. 


Mr. SuepparpD. The next item is that of the naval air station, 
Key West, Fla., made up of three components—‘‘Aviation fuel 
storage,’ “Boathouse,” and ‘‘Family housing” for a total of $484,900. 
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At this installation the plant value is $16,952,531; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $5,509,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $504,000; the proposed 
1956 apprepriaton; $777,900; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $18,285,000. 

What kind of boathouse are you going to build down there? 

Captain McKinney. That is a boathouse to house air-sea rescue 
operations in that area, and crash boat facilities to house equipment 
which is valued at about $50,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I would assume the aviation fuel storage is above 
ground down there; is it not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir, two 5,000-barrel tanks. This will 
tie into existing lines. 

Mr. Hanasury. The boathouse will be built over the seaplane. 

Admiral Russeuiu. Which is on Key West property. 

(The following information was submitted later:) 

Item 1. Amiation fuel storage, $162,000.—This second increment of an aviation 
jet fuel storage is required to accomplish the fueling requirements for the present 
and planned jet operations from this station. This will provide for the installation 
of additional storage tanks for 10,000 barrels of jet fuel together with pumping 
facilities and pipelines as required to augment the first increment installation. 

ltem 2. Boathouse—(a) Building (concrete block), $49,000.—A boathouse 
facility used in conjunction with air-sea rescue operations for the adjacent sea- 
plane landing and takeoff area is required because the present building is in 
critically poor structural condition and in imminent danger of collapse. It is 
proposed to raze the old structure and construct a new concrete block structure 


on the site. 
Item 3. Family housing, $1,044,500. 


) Junior officer (company hi 


1,125 square feet average, 7 each, at $15,200 $106, 400 
(b) Enlisted: 950 square feet average, 73 each, at $12,850 938, 100 
L0G. 7-»-< 1, 044, 500 


The 7 MOQ’s and 73 ; MEMQ’ s are urgently required to alleviate the critical 
shortage of family housing at this isolated base. There is no reasonable ex- 
pectancy for increased community support in the foreseeable future. In addition 
much of the available community support is substandard. The proposed units 
will be built on Government-owned land. 

Captain McHenry. The items at Naval Air Station, Key West, 
Fla., were engineered as follows: 

Aviation fuel storage: By DPWO 6ND. 

Boathouse: PWO NAS Key West. 

Family housing: 1 senior officer, 4 junior officers, 15 enlisted men. 


NavauL Avuxiuiary LANDING Fieutp, Mayport, Fua. 


Mr. SHepparb. Pick up the next item “Naval auxiliary landing 
field, Mayport, Fla.,”’ comprised of security road crossovers and fence, 
communications facilities, aircraft carrier mooring, and family housing. 
The total request is $812,000 including the family housing as I inter- 
pret the mathematics. Is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. I note at this installation the plant value is $11 
million; funded construction not in plant value, $475,000; existing 
unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, 
$1,113,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,113,000; and the 
estimated future appropriation required, $14,023,000. 
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Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Around how much of an area are you going to put 
the security fence; how many miles are you covering with the fencing? 

Captain McKinney. We will have 29,500 linear feet, 6-feet high, 
antipersonnel fence. 

Mr. SHeprarp. When you say “security fence” can I interpret that 
as being chain link? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Captain McHenry. Six feet high, with guards at the top. 

Mr. Suepparp. What purpose does this station serve? 

Captain McKinney. It provides facilities for carrier berth to 
support the gunnery rocket training. You may recall when we 
were discussing this seaport facility, it was pointed out that Mayport 
was the real port for that facility. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see you are removing some fencing. What 
fencing are you tearing down? 

Captain McKinney. That is the present existing barbwire fence 
which has deteriorated beyond economical repair in most places. 

Mr. SHepparp. That presents an interesting question. Your barb- 
wire does not have the same dipping that the chain-link does, does it? 

Captain McHenry. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. In other words, you have something now that salt 
air attacks, which you would not have with chain-link fence? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. Barbwire is not generally hot dip 
galvanized; chain link is. 

Mr. SHepparp. What do you consider the life of chain link in that 
kind of area—20 years, barring accident? 

Captain McHenry. I would say so; yes, sir; 20 years with mainte- 
nance. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see your housing requirement is not an elaborate 
one and you have no other comparable housing on that base. 

Captain McFaruanp. There is no housing on the base. 

(The following was submitted later :) 


Item 1. Security road crossovers and fence, $149,000.—This provides for the con- 
struction of a security fence along the perimeter of the station. It will provide 
protection from trespassing and enclose the land acquired in the fiscal year 1955 
public works program. This item is required for protection from trespassing 
since the existing barbed-wire fence has deteriorated beyond economical repair in 
numerous places. 

Item 2. Communications facilities, $249,000.—This is for the construction of a 
remote receiver building in a remote location free from electrical interference for 
positive control of aircraft operations. Communications with aircraft equipped 
with ultra high frequency only are especially unreliable without remote receiver 
facilities and line-of-sight communications. Without this adequate communica- 
tions for the safe operation of modern aircraft cannot be maintained. 

Item 3. Aircraft carrier mooring, $340,000.— 


(a) Sheet steel cellular type mooring islands-----.____.._---------- $236, 000 
op Epes LU BIOL JOLT Ls JJ els cucu cos leod 23, 000 
(op eer C80 wl). oo ote urd til cel BOC e Sapwspesik 22, 800 
(&) Grove bollards and platforms. « .....~.- nw doce ~ cen cscencctuews 28, 000 
(e) Electric and telephone services... .. . . . cae ee cee pe ee 2, 400 
jg MERE She i RR a fe REE 13, 800 
(9) Parking area_____-__- Sues ele, bk SB e1OL Do (DT é SSO 5, 600 
(h) Improve access road (20’ wide).....-..----.------------------ 8, 400 

340, 000 


This provides for the construction of a second aircraft carrier berth in the turning 
basin. This is an interim measure to relieve an immediate need for more space. 
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The proposed facility is designed to be incorporated into an expanded permanent 
facility at a later time. 
Item 4. Family housing, $74,000.— 


(a) Senior officer (field grade), 1,500 square feet average, 1 each at 

i ehh ihe nntimnn tna sintes -------- $20, 250 
(b) Junior officer (company grade), 1 125 square feet av erage, 1 each at 

Sib... = «>. ed 
(c) Enlisted, 950 square “feet av erage, “3 each_____- 


The 2 MOQ and the 3 MEMO are urgently required to alleviate the critical 
deficiency of family housing at this activity. The drastic change in the mission 
of this field from a small prewar field with no carrier mooring facilities to a naval 
auxiliary landing field with a vastly increased mission which provides facilities for 
carrier berthing and support of jet aircraft has brought about an increase in the 
number of personnel on board with no provision being made, to date, to provide 
family housing. 


NavaL AuxiuiaRY LANDING FieELD, Mayport, Fa. 


Security fence: DPWO 6ND. 

Communication facilities: Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, Fla., $800 estimate. 
Aircraft carrier mooring: PWO NAS, Jacksonville, Fla. 

Family housing: 1 senior officer; 1 junior officer, 3 enlisted men. 


Nava Arr Station, Mrramar, Catir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item reflected as “‘Naval air sta- 
tion, Miramar, Calif.,”’ composed of eight subsidiary requirements 
altogether totaling $4,370,000. 

The plant value is $19,144,051; funded construction not in plant 
value, $12,218,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $4,645,000; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $4,645,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$32,530,000. 

The largest item that appears there mathematically and dollarwise 
is that of $2,243,000 reflected as being the second increment in the 
barracks. What type of construction are those barracks? 

Captain McHenry. Reenforced concrete frame, concrete floor and 
roof slabs, built-up roof, unit masonry walls. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Comparable with those already on the station? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. With regard to the fueling stations, does that carry 
the same explanation as the fueling stations you have heretofore testi- 
fied about? 

Captain McKinney. For the high-speed stations. This provides 
for four permanent high-speed fueling stations, similar to the other. 

Mr. SHepparpD. I find one item that is universally somewhat con- 
troversial as to the high cost factor—high because of necessity; that 
is, the chapel, $332,000. Why would a chapel cost that muc h? 

Captain McHenry. The chapel is reinforced concrete frame con- 
struction on spread footings, unit masonry, precast frame and panel 
wall construction. This price at $18.90 a square foot for that type 
of design we do not consider to be a very high price. 

Admiral Cuarx. I think the thing that generates the chairman’s 
question is the fact we include collateral. This usually includes a 
three-way altar, so that they can have Catholic, Jewish, and all-round 
worship, and for that $20,000 is required. 
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Captain McKenney. This is a 600-seat chapel. 
(The following was submitted later: :) 


Item 1. Supply and flammable storage facilities, $563,000.—Existing makeshift 
space is inadequate and deteriorated beyond economical repair. Lack of space 
precludes storage of all materials needed and contributes to high percentage of 
grounded aircraft. Without this the station will be unable to store needed 
spare parts for the aircraft operations. 

Item:2. Comhat training tank (50 meter) improvements, $256,000.—This provides 
for the construction of an enclosure to an existing pool and improvements to the 
personnel facilities and support utilities. The pool will then be able to provide 
facilities for training in water survival, helicopter rescue, abandoning ship, and 
ditching of aircraft. 

ltem 3. BOG (50 officers) second increment, $360,000.—This provides for the 
construction of a BOQ to relieve the existing officer housing situation. The 
conditions under which some of the bachelor officers stationed at this field are 
housed are deplorable. Without this project these officers will have to continue 
to live in substandard, crowded, poorly heated existing temporary BOQ’s. This 
not only affects their morale and desire to remain with the Navy but lowers their 
efficiency as officers and pilots. 

Item 4. Barracks (second increment), $2,432,000.— 


(a) Buildings, 1,548, men, $1,340___.__________-- an ._..-- $2, 073, 300 
(b) Collateral, 1,548, men, $155______- a3 es LOUD. oo asta Wise lend 240, 000 
(c) Site work and utilities.___________- bias ee 118, 700 

i | A ee ig pe hl a aa et | 


This provides for nine 172-man barracks to replace temporary mobilization 
type barracks which are substandard, leaky, poorly heated, and have passed 
their useful life expectancy. 

Item 5. Fueling stations (4), $281,000.—This provides for four permanent high- 
speed fueling stations. It is capable of refueling 8 aircraft at a rate of 400 gallons 
per minute per aircraft. Fuel consumption rates for modern jet-type aircraft 
produce a requirement that conventional truck refuelers cannot satisfy in the 
time necessary for refueling. 

Item 6. Steam line, $102,000.—This provides for a steam line to the theater 
to provide steam heat in place of the existing oil-fired system which should be 
removed to eliminate expensive maintenance costs and operating personnel. 
This steam line will also service the infirmary, administration building, welfare 
and recreational facilities. 

Item 7. Road, $50,000.— 





(a) Road 26 feet wide (6-inch select base), 2,600 L. F. at $9.90__._____ $25, 850 
(b) Road 22 feet wide (6-inch select base), 2 900 G0 L. ¥. at $8.38... _ ° a 160 
WR i i. Gated Whe eh dh pat ee 50, 000 


This is for an all-weather road from the jet engine shop to the jet engine testing 
and runup area. The road will also serve as a general access road to the western 
part of the station. Without it the test area cannot be used during inclement 
weather as the existing road becomes impassable or unsafe for the transpor- 
tation of these costly engines. Delays are also encountered when the road is 
shut down for repairs. 


Captain McHenry. Engineering at naval air station, Miramar, 
Calif., is as follows: 


Supply and storage facilities: Murray Erick, Los Angeles, $5,000. 

Combat training tank: Benedict, Beckler & Kocher, Los ‘Angeles, $2,380. 

Bachelor officers quarters: R. J. Neutra, Los Angeles, $4,250 (2d increment). 

Barracks: 8. Clements, Los Angeles, $5,500 (2d increment), 

Fueling stations: M. A. Nishkjan & Co., Long Beach, Calif., $1,250 (2d 
increment). 

Steam line: Benedict Beckler & Kocher, Los Angeles, $1,299. 

Road: DPWOILIND. 

Chapel: R. J. Neutra, Los Angeles, $3,050. 
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Nava. Arr Station, Morrettr Fiexp, Catir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item, ‘Naval air station, Moffett 
Field, Calif.,”” composed of 5 contributing factors that go into your 
total request of $2,581,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $27,118,595; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $3,131,000; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 autborization, $6,331,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $6,331,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $57,701,000. 

Your largest item is for extension of runway. How much are you 
extending that runway? 

Admiral Russe.i. Two thousand feet. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You do not happen to have a map available of that 
particular location, do you? The thing I am interested in at the 
moment is, in extending this runway, what are we going to run into 
insofar as properties, population, and so forth, at the end of the run- 
way? 

Mr. Hanasury. We are extending the runway out over the lower 
San Francisco Bay, which is all salt marsh. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, you are not going into the populous 
area? 

Mr. Hanaspury. No, sir; but in the avigation easement program, 
the $23 million package, there is an item for acquiring land on the 
other side of the Bayshore Highway. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Is that on the right-hand side, or is it on the lake 
side? 

Mr. Hanapury. I would say the right side looking south, sir. Go- 
ing south from San Francisco on Bayshore Highway, Moffett Field is 
on the left. We require four or five hundred acres on the right-hand 
side of the road. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is back in the other justification? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir; that is in the $23 million package. 

Mr. SHepparpD. How about your pipeline; give us a briefing on that 
requirement. 

Captain McKinney. This provides a pipeline to pump jet fuel from 
the unloading pier to the storage tanks at the air station. 

Mr. SHeprarp. Have you been hauling it in trucks heretofore? 

Mr. Hanasury. The approach unloading facility is completed. 
We now have one pipeline and we want another pipeline. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In reality, this is another increment or addition to 
your already existing pipeline? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What size pipeline are you putting in? 

Mr. Hanasury. Ten-inch. 

Mr. SuHepparp. If you have a 10-inch line there already, what is the 
reason for putting in an additional 10-inch line? 

Mr. Hanapury. Primarily to handle two different kinds of fuel. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Obviously you do the unloading, I presume, some- 
times at the same time? 

Captain McKinney. We have actually been making truck de- 
liveries for the type of fuel to be delivered by this line. 

Mr. SHeprarp. In other words, vou do not use 1 line to handle 2 
types of fuel? 
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Captain McKinney. That is right. 

Mr. Suepparp. Heretofore you have been using truck transporta- 
tion for one type of fuel and now you want to do away with the 
truck situation and use another pipeline. 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. The question has been asked that I think is apyro- 
pos—why did not you do that at Glynco, Ga.? 

Mr. Hanapury. Next year, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain McKinney. I submit the following for the record: 

Item 2. Parachute building, $152,000.—This provides a standard parachute 
building to meet an urgent need at this station. The building will also provide 
facilities for maintenance of survival gear such as liferafts, etc. This item will 


correct inefficient working conditions and unsafe handling of this equipment. 
Item 3. Widening taxiway, $380,000.— 


(a) Site preparation (excavation, subbase, and drainage) ___________ _. $27, 000 
(b) Paving: 


(1) 11-inch concrete slab with 16-inch base______..__.__-___- 293, 000 

ay nee GMURONNNNS S coo tokc cums deck dacuccetocwnea 7, 000 

Pe ONO BR SOINRL ANE ooo one cckac ae wancnncewodacnake 29, 000 

(0) AAR tov cc kite oh beh. sb. Sucluel ie oad. bod UA 24, 000 
idl ah iteanaiah TE a wien wisi sii tie ie Oe te i eae 380, 000 


This is necessary to relieve an overcrowding of the existing pretakeoff holding 
and engine runup. The delays that are experienced at the takeoff end of the run- 
way, due to the restricted holding areas, disrupt aircraft operations to an unaccept- 
able degree. Without this item the mission of NAS Moffett Field to support 
assigned aircraft squadrons will be seriously impaired. 

Item 4. Extension of runway 32-R, $1,811,000.— 





(op DPN... dia Oe EL ead a CA $218, 000 
(b) Paving: 
(1) Select fill...___ TN aan gM a a a 946, 000 
(2) 11-inch concrete slab with 10-inch base___________.__- 283, 000 
(3) 2-inch A. C. with 6-inch base___________________-_-__.- 120, 000 
(4) Shoulders, prime coat, asphalt, numbering, and marking - 41, 000 
Ce). NQIRV Ms i ae hs aT Bhs 8 ee i 18, 000 
(d) Patrol road, 16-foot roadway: 
CI gi oe we rere eae as mae eats 127, 000 
(2) 2-inch plant mix on 6-inch base___-_________.-_----_- 20, 000 
CA UI ehh nic entered ins sth cseceendc eam cane Ak Aes cb etek: Titan ga 38, 000 
rs a er ee ee 1, 811, 000 


This provides for a 2,000-inch extention of runway 32—R to the north to provide 
a usable 2,000-foot length as required by present standards. Encroachment on 
the southern boundary of the field by private construction and the Federal 
Highway 101 bypass has caused the touchdown point on the approach end of this 
runway to be moved 2,000 feet from the end in order to comply with the 50-1 
glide angle requirement. 

Item 5. Relocate compass rose, $50,000. A compass rose is a standard require- 
ment at every air station. It consists of a concrete apron 120 feet in diameter 
accessible by means of a taxiway. In the center of the apron is a bronze (non- 
magnetic) turntable. The taxiway and apron are designed to support 50,000- 
pound wheel loadings. Aircraft at this station now make special trips to other 
air stations for compensating aircraft compasses, since the use of the present rose 
seriously interferes with normal aircraft operation on the airfield. 


Captain McHenry. Engineering at naval air station, Moffett Field, 
Calif., is as follows: 


Aircraft fuel pipeline: Earl and Wright, San Francisco, $1,200. 
Parachute building: Leland 8. Rosener, Jr., San Francisco, $1,400. 
Widen taxiway: DPWO-12ND. 

Extension of runway: DPWO-12ND. 

Relocate compass rose: DPWO-12ND. 
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Nava Arr Sration, Norrouk, Va. 


Mr. SHepparb. We will pick up next the naval air station, Norfolk, 
Va., composed of 6 items making a total of $5,260,000. 

The plant value is $66,811,710; funded construction not in plant 
value, $8,785,000; existing unfunded authorization, $1,670,948; the 
propose od 1956 authorization, $5,260,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $5,260,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$48 595 000. 

Your ‘heavy one is at the beginning, ‘‘Fuel accessories overhaul and 
test building,’ $1,925,000. 

Tell us something about that. 

Captain McKinney. This item is required, to fulfill urgent need 
for overhaul and test of aircraft and engine fuel controls, pumps, and 
accessories. The advent of jet engines into the fleet has brought 
about a need for additional overhaul and test space to accommodate 
the higher powered, higher flow and higher pressure test equipment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see another item that is quite interesting— 
“Communication facilities,” $906,000. They are composed of what? 

Captain McKinney. This is to provide for a remote receiver 
building and a transmitter building with facilities for the repair and 
maintenance of teletype machines and radio equipment. The present 
facilities are located in a badly deteriorated temporary building. 
Communications with aircraft using very high frequency and ultra- 
high frequency equipment require line-of-sight transmission for effec- 
tive operation and the receiver building must be in an isolated location 
free from electrical interference. 

Mr. SuepparD. There are no telephones or switchboards involved 
in this requirement here? 

Admiral RussEuu. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. In the total of these budget requirements have we 
passed over or are we coming into any facilities where we are putting 
in telephone switchboards and general communication of that type— 
not going into other types, but of that specific type? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir; nothing except one connecting phone. 

Mr. SHepparp. I was talking about a major installation, putting 
in switchboards, and so forth. 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Do you have room at Norfolk to put in all of these 
new requirements? I have always understood Norfolk was a pretty 
congested area, even some years ago, and this would indicate we are 
putting a little more in. I am wondering how you are doing it. 

Captain McKinney. You will recall that the naval air station is 
separate from the base. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. So you naturally are going to put this at the naval 
air station and it will not have to do with the so-called compacted area. 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. And at this base each station has 
a shore master plan and for all items, before they are placed, the 
space is allocated for them on this master plan. 

(The following was submitted later:) 
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Item 1. Flight test and transfer buildings, $750,000.— 


(a) ee Ai ee oe a, ae ed $443, 000 
(6b) Plane parking area 10 inches P. C. concrete_____........-------- 185, 000 
(ey baron eerie 2) i iG Ja a Se Bl 6S ie ed 5, 000 
(d) Steam mains--___ endosteal tees) Ail, ook be Se adc Bib aR be 7, 000 
5) SO GING RONG a cm ciierinwn dane wn emenmnenatiibimabiakls 10, 000 
CU PCa PIE sr er he ne ne ee ee ee eee 100, 000 

a on i ee BI es ee od 750, 000 


This facility is the minimum necessary to provide for maintenance on aircraft 
undergoing flight test or in a status of transfer from, or acceptance by, O. and R, 
This work is presently accomplished outside or in existing antiquated hangars 
originally built in 1917 to house dirigibles, relocated in 1932 to their present 
position for aircraft use. They have become obsolet2 for emergency repair, 
besides being too small to accommodate new type planes and lacking necessary 
shop facilities they are 1 mile away from the airfield and remote from existing 
O. and R. shops. This facility will eliminate unnecessarily expensive operations 
under adverse conditions. 

Item 2. Explosive decompression chamber building. $68,000—This provides for 
the construction of a building to house an explosive decompression chamber. 
This chamber is used to train pilots to overcome the psychologicel problems 
involved in instantaneous loss of cockpit pressure at extreme altitudes. Fitting 
the pilot to the full pressure omnienvironmental suit and training him under 
simulated conditions in mandatory for flight at 35,000 feet and over. 

Item 3. FAETU,' Atlantic, facilities (second increment), $848,000.— 


(a) Operational electronics training building: 


1. Building, 12,439 square feet, at $17.90__________________ $223, 000 
2. Utilities, site preparation, collateral, ete__..._._.___.-..--. 101, 000 
RU, FR A ei hh be i le 324, 000 


(b) Airborne electronics system training building: 








1. Building, 11,490 square feet, at $17.04 _ _ _- Le5SCi 206; OO 
2. Utilities, site preparation, collateral, ete_ i iorLEy 85, 000 
ie ee a ea 
(c) FAETULANT administration building: 0 Daas 
1. Building, 11,490 square feet, at $15.52_________ won win) | EB OOO 
2. Utilities, site preparation, collateral, ete____-_-_- ee 65, 000 
Subtotal, FAETULANT administration building.._____._ 243, 000 
Total, FAETU facilities..__.._._...-----.----------- 848, 000 


This is for five buildings to care for the increased student load now needed and 
to provide facilities for the installation of the complex bulky electronics equip- 
ment required for training pilots and technicians in the latest type of operational 
developments. With this NAS, Norfolk will be able to provide the facilities for 
this type of training. New equipment is already available that cannot be used 
without a training building to house it. 

Item 4. Bombing targets, including land acquisition, $763,000. 


1. Bombing target, Pamlico Sound, N. C.: 
(a) Observation tower 30 feet high with generator building.__._ $17, 940 
(b) 2 Observation towers 30 feet high without generator building. 26, 700 


(ce) Barracks subsistence and shop building____._..__-_-__-__-- 25, 200 
(d) Utilities: 
Water supply, 15-man sewage disposal, 25 kilowatts 
electric power and 35,000 If. submarine cable____-_-~ 35, 280 
(e) Small boat pier 100 x 10 feet wood deck on piles-_----_--_- 13, 680 
chy Seen enn or eee, coeds. «se ee 
ay eae en. ee eee ALL ee SAK. 1, 000 


Subtotal 


! Fleet airborne electronics training unit. 
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2. Bombing target, Albemarle Sound, N. C.: 
(a) Modification of Government-owned surplus ferry barge for 
use as target 200 
(b) Steel framework, target 18 x 30 feet - supported sf. 25, 600 
(c) Alterations to existing huts_____-__- s Uris Be 1, 200 


Subtotal_.......- ss Stal 30, 000 
3. Bombing target, Parramore Island, Va. 
(a) Acquisition of land and improv ements: 
(1) Acquisition in fee, 7,000 acres, at $28.70 $200, 000 
(2) Acquisition of improvements - -- _.- 100, 000 
3 buoys markers and 2 fixed markers____-_---- . 19, 000 
RONG. ies cs wen ete ee eee! «en 86, 000 
Buildings: 
(1) 3 huts, elevated 30 feet. bd 12, 000 
(2) 1 hut elevated 30 feet _ pees ois ca . 6, 000 
Cy. 8 Ree ot ozs 4 000 
Rehabilitate existing ‘storage shed, ‘garage, ‘and shop 5, 000 
Rehabilitate buildings for barracks and mess , 000 
Generator building: (1) 10-kilowatt generator_____- 3, 000 
Utility building: (1) Boiler, well, and pump, 15-kilowatt 
generator and 10-kilowatt generator , 5, 300 
Roads (8 feet wide dirt): (1) Grading and improving_---- 300 
Clearing -_-_-_--- é : , 800 
Utilities: Heating pipe 178 linear feet, water pipe 263 linear 
feet, electrical line 490 linear feet, telephone line (on poles 
12, 116 linear feet) and se et tank and field__ 35, 500 
Fuel storage _ ; 3 5, 800 
Collateral ee ; y 11, 000 
Technical collateral: (Radio transmitter, receiver, and 
antennae) _ _ ___- : nid , 6, 000 


Subtotal _ _ , oe oe 600. 000 


—— 


763, 000 


Three targets are urgently required for training carrier pilots, based in the 
Norfolk area, in the delivery of special weapons by newly developed bombing 
techniques. Provision is also made for conventional dive bombing, strafing, and 
rocket firing. Without these targets, air groups going aboard carriers from this 
area will not be trained in the weapons they are expected to use. Detailed 
budget justification for this project is included in the classified portion of this 
program, 


NavabL Arr Station, NorFouk, Va. 


Fuel accessories overhaul building: Gilboy & O’ Malley, Scranton, Pa., $30,000. 
and Clark, Buhr & Nexsen, Norfolk, Va., $952. 

Flight test and transfer building: Lublin, McGaughy & Associates, Norfolk, 
Va., $17,800. 

Explosive decompression chamber: Clark, Buhr & Nexsen, Norfolk, Va., $1,088. 

Communication facilities: Clark, Buhr & Nexsen, Norfolk, Va., $3, 037. 

Fleet air electronics training unit facility; Lublin, McGaughy & Associates, 
Norfolk, Va., $5,300. 

Bombing targets including land acquisition: L. E. Wooten & Co., Raleigh, 
N. C., $3,250,! and Clark, Buhr & Nexsen, Norfolk, Va., $1,768. 


Navau Arr Station, Oceana, VA. 


Mr. SHepparpb. We will proceed to the next item, ‘‘Naval air sta- 
tion at Oceana, Va.,”’ composed of 8 subsidiary requirements making 
a total monetary request of $5,281,000. 

I call your specific attention to item 6 under subhead 3, ‘Bombing 
target,’’ Parramore Island, Va., where the total request for funds is 
$600,000. 


' North Carolina area, 
? Virginia area, 
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I would like to ask at this point what authority you have for this 
island and what is the general situation pertaining to this project? 

Admiral Ciark. We have a House report which recommends author- 
ization to purchase this island; we have seen a copy of the Senate 
subcommittee’s report which does not include this item. That is the 
status of the authorization at the present time. 

Three things should be invited to your attention. First, the acqui- 
sition of a bombing target in this area is brought on by a requirement 
for space and a small amount of land to conduct a new type of bomb- 
ing, which I would like to tell you about off the record later; second, 
we need this near the Norfolk Oceana complex because of the large 
number of pilots that need this training; third, is the discussion of 
why we want this particular land and why we picked it. 

You will see from the chart that is the black line with two red 
spots on it. That is a sand spit owned by two people, a man and 
his sister. Neither one of them live on the island. There is a little 
Coast Guard station at one end of it. The distance between there 
and the mainland is about 2% to 3 miles, and the distance to the 
nearest town is about 4 miles, as I remember. The intent in this 
type of bombing which I will tell you about off the record 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Before you go further, is there any land transpor- 
tation available as of now between the island and the mainland; is 
there any causeway or anything of that character? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir; nothing except fishing boats go in there, 
and so forth. 

Now our approaches for this type of bombing will be from the 
seaward and the nearest one that comes to the land is the one that 
comes parallel from the southwest over the marshland, and we will 
not continue our bombing runs over the mainland. 

Furthermore, it is not intended to drop any live ammunition. We 
are going to drop little shaped charges that have the same ballistic 
or falling characteristics through the air as a regular bomb would 
have, but in which we will have a cartridge which will make a little 
smoke, but will not endanger lives. 

(Discussion off the record.) 








Turspay, Jury 5, 1955. 


Mr. SuepparD. We will continue this morning the item entitled 
“Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va.,’’ wherein you have a total request 
for $5,281,000, comprising 8 items. 

The plant value is $19,745,110; funded construction not in plant 
value, $17,506,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the. pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $7,326,000; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $7,326,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$23,352,000. 

I wish you would present your justifications at this point in the 
record and I ask specific emphasis with reference to the second item 
for $1,287,000. 

Captain McKinney. This is for bachelor officers’ quarters with 
subsistence facilities and it is to take care of the new station at Oceana, 
which is the major jet station for the Norfolk Complex. The present 
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BOQ is a substandard temporary building constructed during World 
War II and does not satisfy the minimum fire safety standards and 
is not worth repairing. This BOQ will satisfy part of the deficiency 
of the planned 501 officer complement at this station. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I suppose this presentation is premised upon the 
same generalities as those of like character you have testified to here- 
tofore; is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

(The following was submitted later.) 


OcEANA 


Item 1 is for three 172-man barracks for which we are requesting $850,000. 
This is the third increment for barracks at this station where there is a need to 
house 2,234 enlisted men for which there is an existing deficit of 668. Personnel 
are presently being quartered in badly deteriorated prefabricated temporary 
World War II wooden structures which are located about 6 miles from their 
working areas. 

Item 2 is for a bachelor officer quarters with subsistence facilities for which we 
are requesting $1,287,000. BOQ and messing facilities will be required for 250 
officers at this station. The present BOQ is a substandard temporary building 
constructed during World War II. It does not satisfy minimum fire safety 
standards and is so badly deteriorated that it is not worth repairs. 

Item 3 is for aircraft parking apron for which we are requesting $821,000. 
Additional parking area is required to accommodate the 171 additional aircraft 
planned for assignment to this station. This is the third increment of this item. 

Item 4 is for supply facilities in the amount of $924,000. This includes a ware- 
house and office space for the supply department. Oceana is a secondary stocking 
point and this building is needed to store the complete range of spare parts in 
quantities sufficient to meet the needs of the fleet units based there. 

Item 5 is for public works facilities consisting of maintenance shops and office 
space for which we are requesting $478,000. This is part of the planned build up 
of this station and will involve the abandonment of the temporary and unsatis- 
factory facilities at the old station about 6 miles distant. 

Item 6 is for a standard gymnasium for a station of the size for which we are 
requesting $288,000. This gymnasium is required to provide indoor physical 
training facilities for the 3,693 military personnel complement of this station and 
the fleet units based thereon. The only facilities available is a temporary World 
War II structure located on the north station which is 6 miles distant. 

Item 7 is for a chapel of 600 seat capacity at an estimated cost of $241,000. 
Services are currently being held in other buildings since the survey has indicated 
that the existing chapel is structurally unsafe because of dry rot. 

Item 8 is for 4 high-speed fueling stations with associated piping and day tank. 
This is a second increment and will provide facilities for refueling 8 aircraft at a 
— * ala gallons per minute per plane. The estimated cost of this item is 
$392,000. 


Mr. SHepparD. Captain, has this facility been engineered; if so, 
by whom, when, and how much? 

Captain McHenry. That particular facility has been engineered 
by Hays, Seay, Mattern & Mattern. 

Mr. SHepparD. And the cost of this survey in this instance you 
will insert as you have in the past. 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

(The information is as follows:) 


Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va. 
CO iO DPWO, 5ND. 
Bachelor officers quarters and mess_ 
Aircraft parking apron 
Supply facility 
Public works facility Hayes, Seay, Mat- 
Gymnasium tern & Mattern, 
Chapel Norfolk, Va $39,000 (estimated). 
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Navau Air Station, Quonser Pornt, WasHineton Country, R. I. 


Quonset Point, Washington County, R. I. 

Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item, ‘Naval Air Station, Quonse; 
Point, Washington County, R. I.,’”’ wherein vou are making a request 
for $1,062,000 composed of three items. I note at this installation 
the plant value is $73,601,757; funded construction not in plant value, 
$8,806,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 195¢ 
authorization, $1,062,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,062,00() 
and the estimated future appropriation required, $57,887,000. 

Make your presentation for the bombing targets, wherein $572,00 
is requested. 

Captain McKinney. This bombing target is required in connee- 
tion with the bombing technique which was explained to the con- 
mittee, and the target will be set up in No Man’s Land Island, which 
is about 7 miles southwest of Marthas Vineyard Island. There is no 
activity within about 10 miles of this station. It is all on Government- 
owned land and there is no land acquisition required. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is the requirement for this naval station predicated 
upon the same policy procedure that heretofore has been defined? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; this is one of our permanent naval 
air stations. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

Item 1. Composite approach lighting, $115,000.—This provides for the construe- 
tion of approach lighting at the end of the instrument runway to bridge the gap 
between ground control approach (GCA) guidance and runway lighting guidance 
for use in inclement weather and at night. This gap is presently a vital weak 
link in an instrument approach. A hazardous situation exists during instrument 
landings which will be corrected by this item. 

Item 2. Central heating plant modification, $375,000.—This provides for the in- 
stallation of fuel oil storage facilities and the replacement or modification of the 
existing steam piping so that the full capacity of all installed boilers can be used. 
There is a requirement for the full boiler capacity during peak loads. 

Mr. SHepparpb. Has this particular requirement been engineered, 
Captain; if so, by whom, at what time, and the cost? 

Captain McHenry. It was engineered by the district public works 
officer of the First Naval District during the past 6 months, and the 
cost was absorbed as a Government expense. 

Mr. SuHepparp. And these requirements are predicated upon the 
same information as those heretofore inquired into? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. What about item (6) under item 3, ‘3-mile gravel 
road and 2-mile telephone line’? Do you have a breakdown of that 
total of $123,292? Is that a private line? 

Major Fenton. Out on this island, that will be a telephone line 
to interconnect the rake stations and the headquarters where the 
radio station is, so that we will have control of the pilots while they 
are making their target practice runs. It will be tied in with the 
target work. 

Admiral CLark. By rake stations, he means observation stations, 
so that they can observe the flight of the bombs they are going to 
drop and tie it into 1 source and that 1 control place will contro! 
the run of the plane, tell them when they can start the runs, the 
errors in timing they made on the last run, and why. This is 4 
wholly Government-owned island with nothing on it but our own 
telephone system, and this is the estimate that has been worked out. 
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Nava Arr Sration, San Diego, Cauir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item, ‘Naval Air Station, San 
Diego, Calif.,” wherein you are making a request for $3,556,000. I 
note at this installation the plant value is $68,550,637; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $2,734,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
§ tion, $808,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,748,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $3,556,000; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $86,955,000. 

This is composed of seven subdivisions, and is required upon the 
same premise as those of like character you have heretofore presented? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

(The following was submitted later: ) 


Item 1 is for an explosive decompression chamber at an estimated cost of 
$50,000. This equipment is essential to familiarize pilots with the sensation 
and the equipment and techniques to be used when their cockpit suddenly loses 
its pressure while flying at extremely high altitudes. 

Item 2 is for an oxygen and carbon dioxide bottle testing and charging building 
for which we are requesting $282,000. This facility is required to meet the 
oxygen and carbon dioxide needs of this station. A standard 514 cubic inch 
airborne oxygen cylinder will supply 1 man 4 hours under normal conditions. 
Safety regulations require these cylinders to be refilled after each flight regaraless 
of duration. A recent survey conducted by the Fire Pre -ention Division dis- 
closed that the existing shop constituted a potential fire and explosive hazard. 
The old shop will be utilized for badly needed storage space. 

Item 3 is a special weapons training facility for which we are requesting 
$1,709,000. This item provides for a building to consolidate and house the 
facilities required to meet the increased demands in special weapons training. 
This facility will provide a permanent training building with the necessary 
security protection for the special weapons training unit of the Pacific Fleet. 
It is in consonance with the master shore station de elopment plan. 

Item 4 is for aviation refueler facility at an estimated cost of $267,000. This 
will provide truck fill stands and equipment for aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
refueler loading facilities. 

Item 5 is for the reconstruction of a steam tunnel for $144,000. The existing 
tunnel was installed 25 years ago and has failed due to moisture attacking the 
side walls and reinforcements. The portion under the streets is failing under 
the heavy wheel load of present day traffic. 

Item 6 is for the safety modification of building 306 (aircraft painting shop 
for which we are requesting $296,000. This includes the installation of spark- 
proof floor covering, vaporproof lights and improved ventilation. This facility 
has long been recognized as potentially injurious to the health of personnel and 
a dangerous fire hazard by district and station safety personnel. 

Item 7 is for the modernization and improvement of the existing utilities 
system in the amount of $808,000. This item was originally authorized in 
Public Law 155, 82d Congress, and provides for the modification and improve- 
ment Of utility systems installed as early as 1920. 


Mr. SHepparp. Has this been engineered, Captain; if so, by whom, 
at what time, and what was the cost? 

Captain McHenry. Items 1, 5 and 6 were engineered by the dist- 
rict public works officer of the 11th Naval District. Items 2 and 3 
were engineered by Wilson & Wilson, Engineers, Los Angeles, Calif., 
for $14,000. Item 4 was engineered by J. W. Montgomery & Co., of 
Los Angeles, for $7,736. 


SPECIAL WEAPONS TRAINING FACILITY 


_ Mr. Suepparp. I would like a very definite justification of the third 
item for $1,709,000 under the title “Special weapons training facility.” 


64997—55——-11 
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Captain McKinney. This is to provide a building to consolidate 
the existing training facilities into one space in order to meet the de. 
mands of the fleet for special weapons training. This is the center of 
the special weapons training unit for the Pacific Fleet and this special 
weapons training is in connection with guided missiles and special 
ordnance equipment. 

Mr. SHepparp. And this is part of your requirement under your ex. 
pansion program and is justified in proportion to your justification of 
projects heretofore reviewed by the committee; is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. Are there any questions upon this item? 

Mr. ANDREws. No questions. 

Captain McKinney. I might point out that we have one item 
where we are merely requesting funding authority, item 7, which 
was authorized under Public Law 155 of the 82d Congress. 

Mr. SuHepparD. That is modifying your already-existing safety 
characteristics? 

Captain McKinney. It is a modification and renewal of utilities, 
some of which were laid down as early as 1920, and also to tie it in 
with the new construction. 

Mr. SHepparD. Has it been put together in increments heretofore, 
or is this just a year-by-year procedure? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpD. How essential is it to the total program? 

Captain McKinney. It is very essential, because the present utility 
system is very badly deteriorated and this will tie in with the new 
construction at this station. 


Nava Auximiary Arr Station, SANForD, FLA. 


Mr. SuHepparp. Pick up the next item reflected as ‘““Naval auxiliary 
air station, Sanford, Fla.,”” wherein you are making a request for 
$188,900. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $9,344,198; funded 
construction not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $188,900; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $188,900; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $40,600,000. 

his is reflected as family housing, to provide 2 for senior officers, 
3 for junior officers, and 8 enlisted quarters. Is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir—for a total of 13 at a cost of $188,900. 
These are required to alleviate a critical deficiency in family housing 
at this station. This station is about 108 miles south of Jacksonville, 
Fla., and the Jacksonville complex. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


Item 1. Family housing 





(a) Senior officers (field grade), 1,500 square feet (average), 2_---_---- $40, 500 
(b) Junior officers (company grade), 1,125 square feet (average), 3__--- 45, 600 
(c) Enlisted, 950 square feet (average), 8.......-.------------------ 102, 800 

FE BR tinh obs sc6 abet ie eerie ee Ge oie a weenie 188, 900 


The 5 MOQ and 8 MEM()’s are urgently required to alleviate the critical defi- 
ciency of family housing at this station. This station was used as a World War Il 
training base and no provision was made for permanent facilities. It is now an 
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operational station. There are only two sets of substandard public quarters on 
the station and no expectation of increased community support in the foreseeable 
future. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has this requirement been engineered, Captain; 
if so, by whom, when and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. It has not been engineered. The estimates 
were established from criteria given to us by the Department of 
Defense. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. And will be engineered in accordance with projects 
of like character. 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Before contracts are issued, you will submit the 
} engineering cost that may be up or down to what is presented before 
the committee; is that correct? 

Captain McHenry. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. ANpREws. No question. 


Navau Arr Facitiry, WenKksvitiz, N, C. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item ‘‘Naval Air Station, Weeks- 
ville, N. C.,” composed of 1 cold-storage building and 1 vehicle-pool 
building and reflecting a total request of $342,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $8,024,503; funded 
construction not in plant value, $568,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $342,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $342,000; and the estimated future appropria- 


tion required, $2,688,000. 

Present your requirement for the vehicle-pool building. 

Captain McKinney. This is at Weeksville, which is about 40 
miles south of Norfolk, and is a vehicular pool for the Bureau of 
Aeronautics, for their special vehicle equipment which must be main- 
tained in immediate ready-for-issue condition for the Marine and 
Naval Air Forces under emergency conditions. This building is de- 
signed to house this equipment and get it out of the weather. We 
have no existing facility for the purpose. 

Item 1. Cold storage building at a cost of $52,000.—This.involves the rehabilita- 
tion of a portion and an addition to an existing messhall to provide the required 
refrigerated storage space to support the 1,243 personnel on board this station. 
The present facility has a 1 day supply for 800 men and is entirely inadequate. 

Item 2. Vehicle-pool building for which we are requesting $290,000.—The Bureau 
of Aeronautics utilizes this station for the storage, repair, and distribution of 
automotive and special vehicles which must be maintained in ready for issue 
condition to support Marine and Naval forces in emergencies. 

Mr. SHepparD. Is it to be used for purposes other than that of 
maintaining a mobilization reserve stock? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir, and also to be used as a maintenance 
building to maintain this equipment in proper operating condition. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this item been engineered; if so, by whom, at 
what time, and the cost thereof? 

Captain McHenry. Item 1, the cold storage building, was engi- 
heered by Hays Seay Mattern & Matter, of Roanoke, Va., during 
the past six months for $1,500. 

Item 2, the vehicle pool building, was engineered by L. E. Wooten 
« Co., of Raleigh, N. C., during the past 6 months for $2,500. 
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Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions? 

Mr. AnprEws. What is the type of building under Item 2? 

Captain McHenry. Machine and engine loft area, 52 feet by 137: 
parts and tool and woodworking shop, 142 by 117 feet, making a 
total of 13,000 feet. The construction will be steel frame exterior 
and steel and masonry interior. 


Navat Arr Station, Wuipspey Isuanp, Wasn. 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item “Naval Air Station, Whidbey 
Island, Wash.,” composed of four items for a total request in money 
of $1,958,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $46,418,050; funded 
construction not in plant value, $15,220,000; existing unfunded au- 
thorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,212,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,212,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $34,385,000. 

IT wish you would give us an explanation of two items there. The 
first one for $710,000 has to do with aircraft parking area, and the 
second one of $810,000 has to do with land acquisition for construction. 
I would like specific details on the land-acquisition requirement. 

Captain McKinney. Item 2, “Aircraft parking area,” for which 
the request is $710,000, will provide replacement for about 50,000 
square yards of defective pavement. The existing pavement was 
laid down in 1942 and is not thick enough for present modern heavy 
patro] planes landing on that runway. 

(The following was submitted later: ) 

Item 1. Composite approach lighting, $138,000.—This is for the construction of 
approach lighting at the end of the instrument runway to bridge the gap between 
ground control approach (GCA) guidance and runway lighting guidance for use 
in inclement weather and at night. This gap is a weak link in instrument 
approach. A hazardous situation exists during instrument landings whieh will 
be corrected by the accomplishment of this item. 

Item 2. Aircraft parking area, $710,000. 

Item 3. Combat training tank, $300,000.—This provides for the constructio” of 
an indoor training pool with special training devices; i. e., dilbert dunker, P2V 
dunker, helicopter sling rescue from water, parachute harness release, and 
abandon ship drill scaffold. The item is required to furnish the pilots and air- 
crewmen stationed at NAS Whidbey Island needed survival training. 

Item 4. Land acquisition for construction.— 

(a) Area “A” with improvements, lump sum__--------- hoe i onc $337, 000 
(b) Area ‘‘B’”’ with improvements, lump sum_______------.--------- 473, 000 


TN inch a ta A a cn al ia Rs Riel 810, 000 


This is for the acquisition of a parcel of land bounded by the waters of Rosario 
Strait and surrounded on the other three sides by the station and for the acquisi- 
tion of a parcel of land needed for the construction of an AUW shop. The station 
must have control over the development of the first parcel, which is needed for 
future planned expansion of the station, and at present there is no place for 
locating the required AU W shop. 


Mr. Suepparp. What are you going to do with the pavement 
already in existence in that area; are you going in and tear up the 
old pavement and put in new, or are you going to lay the new pavement 
on top of the old? 

Captain McHenry. If the runway is to be located in the first 
place, we just overlay it and retain what is there and strengthen it. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this project been engineered; if so by whom, 
at what date and cost? 
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| Captain McHenry. We have 4 items under this line item and have 

4 different architect engineers: Composite Approach Lighting, Walter 
S. Gordon, Tacoma, Wash., $1,850; Aircraft Parking Area, Heath, 
Hammond, Collier Association, Seattle, Wash., $4,000; Combat 
Training Tank, Leo A. Daly Co., Seattle, Wash., $2,500; Land 
Acquisition was done by the District Public Works Officer of the 
13th Naval District, Seattle, Wash. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. ANDREWS. No questions. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Before we leave that, give me the explanation of 
the land acquisition. 

Captain McKinney. Item 4 is land acquisition for a total of 
$810,000. I will ask Mr. Tiencken, from the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, to answer that. 

Admiral Ciark. This island is completely surrounded by Govern- 
ment land. 

Mr. Hanapury. The existing runways on Whidbey Island are 
shown here colored in blue; the existing station is the area here and 
the station (pointing) is shown on the crosshatched area. We pro- 
pose in this program to acquire three parcels, pareel A, which is 
entirely surrounded by Government land, a portion of which is prac- 
tically in the middle of our building area. Parcel B is to construct a 
classified project, and parcel C is the approach to the ocean. 

This is the existing runway and the new runway will be built 
here [indicating]. 

Mr. SHepparpD. And according to the justifications, for area A 
with improvements you are asking $337,000 and for area B with 
improvements, $473,000. 

What are the privately owned properties presently located in area 
B? 

Mr. Hanasury. There are several farm dwellings. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Are they all farming properties in there? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHeprarD. What is the largest farming property in there? 

Mr. Hanasury. I do not have that indicated on the map. 

Mr. SHepparD. What kind of farming is it—dairy farming, or what? 

Mr. Hanasury. Dairy farming. 

Mr. SHEpparD. What is area C? 

Mr. Hanasury. Area C is the approach which is wooded. This 
area of ground goes upward and this is timberland up here [indicating]. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the contemplated cost of it? 

Mr. Hanasury. Area C is in the $23 million package for aviation 
easements. 

Mr. SHepparD. That is to appear in your budget requirements? 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. That is why we do not find them here. 

Mr. Hanasury. That is right. 

Mr. SHepparp. What are the properties located on other portions 
of the land? 

Mr. Hanasury. They are farm properties and some beachfront 
property. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are they dairy properties, the same as the others? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes, sir, dairy properties which are closer to the 
Station. 
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Mr. SHepparp. What did you say the total acreage was in A? 

Mr. Hanasury. 460 acres, plus or minus. 

Mr. SHepparp. And what do you figure the acreage is in B? 

Mr. Hanasury. 725 acres. 

Mr. Suepparp. I do not see reflected here any acreage cost. You 
have it reflected here in total. Why did not you have it in acreage 
cost as you have set up the sum previously? What are you paying 
an acre for it? 

Mr, Hanasury. $475 an acre in area A and $250 in area B. 

Admiral Crarx. Area A is waterfront property and is a little more 
expensive. 


OuttyiIne Fietp, WHITEHOUSE FIELD, FLA. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item “Outlying field, Whitehouse 
Field, Fla.,”’ composed of two.items, land acquisition and lengthening 
of runways, wherein you are asking for a total of $1,087,000. 

T note at this installation the plant value is $800,000; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,766,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $1,776,000 and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $1,766,000. 

I wish you would address yourself to the land acquisition request. 

Captain McKinney. The land acquisition is 900 acres at about 
$55 an acre, for a total of $50,000, for land necessary to construct an 
extension to the landing way in order that this field may carry out its 
mission in support of field carrier landing practice. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


Item 1. Land acquisition required for runway extensions—(a) Land acquisition 
(fee), 900 acres, $50,000.—This provides for the acquisition of 900 acres of land 
necessary for runway construction so that this field will be able to support field 
carrier landing practice. 


Item 2. Lengthen runways (resurface 2 existing 3,500-foot runways and extend 
each to 8,000 feet), $1,037,000.—This provides for the lengthening of 2 runways 
to 8,000 feet and the construction of attendant operational facilities required to 
provide adequate and safe operational support for jet aircraft presently stationed 
at Naval Air Station, Cecil Field. This item is required so that OLF Whitehouse 
can be used for jet carrier landing practice. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the present runway length? 

Mr. Hanasury. 5,000 feet. 

Mr. SHepparpb. And you are extending it to what? 

Mr. Hanasury. 8,000 feet. 

Mr. Suepparb. Do you have to go over and resurface any of the 
old runway at all? . 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. And widen it? 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. This will be one of the outlying fields of 
the carrier landing fields for Cecil Field at Jacksonville Complex, used 
primarily for field carrier landing practice, with the minimum number 
of buildings on the field and leveling everything around the general 
runway area. 

Mr. SHepparp. What are vou doing with the present ‘Operations 
building” where you are only requesting $13,500? What is that, a 
modification, or what? 

Mr. Hanasvury. That will just be a small building which will house 
a few people who are there to supervise the field carrier landing prac- 
tice operations. 
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\ir. SHEPPARD. What did you say the total personnel was to be 
attached to this field? 

Captain McKinney. 2 officers and 25 enlisted men. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has tbis project been engineered; if so, by whom, 
at what time and cost? 

Captain McHenry. The project was engineered by the district 
public works officer of the 6th Naval District within the past 6 
months at Government cost. 

Mr. SHepparD. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. AnpREws. No questions. 


MaRINE Corps AuxILiAryY Arr Station, Beaurort, 8S. C. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item ‘Marine Corps Auxiliary 
| Air Station, Beaufort, S. C.,”” composed of 13 subdivisions for a total 
request of $7,274,600. I note at this installation the plant value is 
$4,246,000; funded construction not in plant value, $12,370,000; 
existing unfunded authorization, $320,000; the proposed 1956 au- 
thorization, $5,094,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $7,719,600; 
and the estimated future appropriation required, $32,556,000. Pick 
up the first item, $1,918,000 “Extension and strengthening of runway.”’ 
This is a station of quite some existence time-wise, meaning by that 
that it is a rather old station, is it not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. It was reactivated in 1952 and 
this was authorized to handle a new Third Marine Air Wing. It 
was authorized to support the Third Marine Division. This is an 
additional wing authorized for the Marine Corps. 

It was originally planned to establish this station in Miami, Fla. 
However, the density of air traffic down there would not permit the 
installation of this large group; so we are building it at Beaufort so 
that we can move the Third Marine Air Wing into Beaufort and 
relieve the congestion down at Miami. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Out of a total of 13 subprojects shown at Beaufort, 
how many are new, starting right from the top? 

Captain McKinney. Actually Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress 
authorized the Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station at Beaufort. It 
provided for aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, ad- 
ministrative and community facilities, open and covered storage and 
fuel storage facilities, utilities, security facilities, maintenance facilities, 
personnel facilities, and land acquisition, in the amount of $11,096,000. 
So that this, really you might say, is the second increment of the 
buildup of this station. 

This first item is for the extension of runways and this is to widen 
the runways and lengthen the existing 5,000-foot runways to 8,000 
feet with an additional runway and taxi lighting. The two 8,000-foot 
runways are oriented with the prevailing wind and are essential for 
the safety of jet aircraft operation, and this is to provide a second 
cross-wind runway. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

Item 2. Communication facilities, $326,000.—This is to place this radio equip- 
ment in a remote location free from electrical interferences for positive control of 
aircraft operations. Communications with aircraft equipped with UHF only are 
especially unreliable without remote receiver and transmitter facilities. Unless 


this is provided adequate communications for the safe operation of modern aircraft 
cannot be maintained. 
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Item 3. Navigation aids, $105,000.—This is to provide the minimum navigation 
aids for safe operation of modern aircraft during hours of darkness and when instru- 
ment flight conditions exist. The item is required to safely meet present opera- 
tional requirements. 

Item 4. Fueling stations and POL handling, $1,110,000.—This is to furnish 
adequate fuel storage for 10 days jet fuel (20,000 barrels underground storage), 
4 duplex high speed refueling station and fuel handling facilities. The fuel han- 
dling facilities will include fuel barge unloading equipment, required pumps, piping 
and fire fighting equipment. $320,000 of the required amount represents author- 
ity granted for the first increment last vear. 

Item 5. Compass rose, $77,000.—This is to furnish adequate facilities for com- 
pass calibration on aircraft based at this field. To maintain navigation standards 
all aircraft compasses must be calibrated every 100 hours of aircraft operation, 
or every 3 months. Without this facility it will be impossible to properly calibrate 
the compasses. 

Item 6. Boresighting range, $49,000.—This is to provide facilities for bore- 
sighting the guns and gunsights of the fighter and attack aircraft at this station. 
Experience dictates checking of the sights of all combat aircraft after each 60 
hours of operations. The item is necessary to maintain the accuracy of the sights 
with relation to the guns. 

Item 7. Targets (air to ground) and land acquisition 





(iy) “ee cnniepiten ete 1b ee te stoi. eae $50, 000 
(6) Land acquisition, 7,700 acres_-_-_--_--- MKS tos AIO - EUG. 2e- es 52, 000 
aro totes Ss cate hectare Was ie a ehalleenianit nek brite cats tami racatle 102, 000 


This is to provide uninhabitated land and construct targets required for pilot 
training in strafing, bombing and rocket firing. The facility will be used for 50 
or more sorties per day. The Air units based at this station will use this item to 
maintain the high state of readiness required to insure effective combat operations. 

Item 8. Land acquisition.—(a) Land, 2,300 acres, $626,000. The land is 
needed for construction of various facilities required for the development of this 
station. The new land will provide natural water boundaries on the south 
and east sides of the station, eliminating need for a portion of security fence and 
for relocation of a road, affecting a savings totaling about $365,000. 

Item 9. Marine Air Control Squadron storage, $119,000.—This is to provide ur- 
gently required covered storage for combat packages ranging from basic house- 
keeping equipment to intricate electronics equipment for the Marine Air Control 
Squadron. It must be immediately available for issue. Assigned equipment, 
valued at $8 million, is presently being stored out of doors and cannot be main- 
tained ready for combat operations. 

Item 10. Recreation facilities (outdoors), $87,000.—This is to provide outdoor 
athletic facilities to keep Marine Corps personnel physically fit and alert. The 
station is 5 miles from the nearest town and recreational facilities are urgently 
required on this station. 

Item 11. Entisted men’s club, $210,000.—This is to provide enlisted men with 
recreational facilities which are an essential part of every station for use during 
off-duty hours. No such facilities exist at or in the vicinity of the station. 

Item 12. Commissioned officers’ mess, $240,000.—This is for indoor recreational 
facilities for use by the commissioned officers during their off-duty hours. There 
are no such facilities at the station or in the area. Due to the remote location of 
this station this project is urgently required. 


Mr. SuHepparp. What proportion of the functions will you get 
with the appropriation requested, if you should get the full $7 million 
appropriation requested here, in order to complete the authorization 
if it is determined to be necessary to complete the authorization? 

Captain McKinney. Everything we have in this program we 
intend to fund this year. 

We have an estimated appropriation for future requirements of 
$32 million. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. Not authorized. 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. 
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Mr. SHepparD. In other words, you will absorb your total 
authorization if these funds are secured? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. We are gradually phasing these 
people into Beaufort. This is a large activity. The ultimate officer 
personnel here will be 1,227, and the enlisted 7,896. 

Mr. SHepparp. Why do you call this an auxiliary operation when 
in fact it has all of the dollar appearances of being primary? 

Captain Dawson. This is just the initial stages. As the facilities 
are built up, it will become actually our main station. 

Mr. SuepparD. This is not in general terms auxiliary as such; it is 
merely being constructed and it is intended to change, I presume, the 
original conditions of that particular station. 

C aptain Dawson. That is right. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, we should not interpret “auxiliary” 
as being distinguished from the main project? 

Captain Dawson. No, sir. This is to become the main project 
and the complex will build up. 

Admiral Cuark. We have not changed the designation, because we 
have not done enough work to make it fall under the classification of a 
main station. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has this project had its separate contribution as to 
engineering; if so, by whom, at what time and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. All of the items in this project have been 
planned by Maurice A. Connell, of Miami, Fla., during the past 6 
months, with the exception of the housing item. Costs are as follows: 
Extend and strengthen runway and taxiway, M. Connell, Miami, Fla__ $7, 300 
Communications oe M. Connell, Miami, Fla_ - - -- i 5, 600 
Navigation aids, M. Connell, Miami, Fla. 1, 280 
Fueling stations and POL facilities, $320, 000 authorized by “Publie Law 

534, 88d Cong., M. Connell, Miami, Fla__- , 5, 000 
Compass rose, M. Connell, Miami, Fla_ Fut weeee ors bus Ved Sh 610 
Boresight range, M. Connell, Miami, Fla__ sake dio 968 
Targets air to ground, including land acquisition DPWO____-__- __ No cost 
Land acquisition DPWO____- vaetses Nevest= 
Marine air control squadron storage, M. Cc onnell, Miami, Fla. altel 7, 220 
Recreation facilities, M. Connell, Miami, Fla on. spre rss Sa 600 
Enlisted men’s club, M. Connell, Miami, Fla___-- reese ee 
Commissioned officers mess, M. C onnell, Miami, Fla_- aah 2, 490 
Family housing, 1 senior officer, 21 junior officers, 153 enlisted men__- 

Mr. SHepparpD. Are there any questions? 

_Mr. AnprEws. Do you have one 5,000-foot runway at the present 
time? 

Major Fenton. We have this runway completed at the present 
time. This is 8,000 feet. This runway we are proposing in this 
program will give us a cross-runway of 8,000 feet, which will give us 
two 8,000-foot runways which are required to operate jets in this 
area. Because of the winds, and so forth, we require two runways 
along the Atlantic coast. 


Marine Corps Arr Station, Cuerry Point, N. C. 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item “Marine Corps Air Station, 
Cherry Point, N. C.,”’ composed of nine subdivisions for which you 
are making a total request of $3,012,000. 

The plant value is $71,924,000; funded construction not in plant 
value, $8,603,000; existing unfunded authorization, $1,250,000; the 
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proposed 1956 authorization, $1,782,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $3,032,000; and the estimated future appropriation re- 
quired, $41,139,000. 

This, of course, is a rather old establishment; is it not? 

Captain McKinney. It was established in 1942. 

Mr. SHepparpb. I notice your heavy item is reflected as ‘Final 
finishing facility,” authorized by Public Law 155 of the 82d Congress, 
for which you are asking $1,250,000. What are you dong? 

Captain McKinney. The following material will supply that infor- 
mation: 


Item 1. Improve docks, $347,000.—This is required to provide docking space to 
accomodate one 208-foot fuel barge, two 100-foot cargo barges, 1 salvage boat, 
3 crash boats, 1 tunnel screw boat and 1 loading craft personnel ramp boat. The 
existing docks are unsafe for normal use and must be replaced for efficient and timely 
station operation. 

Item 2. Visual omnidirectional range, $73,000.—This facility is required for 
safe navigation and control of aircraft in all-weather flight operation. 

Item 3. Composite approach lighting, $132,000.—This is to install a composite 
approach lighting system 3,000 feet long off the end of runway 32. This system is 
urgently required to bridge the gap between the ground-control approach guid- 
ance and runway lighting guidance. Without this facility all-weather flying and 
ground-controlled approaches are subjected to a hazard which increases the pos- 
sibilities of crashes. 

Item 4. Aircraft parking area, $64,000.—This is to pave an area at the east 
corner of overhaul and repair department building No. 137, and will include 
tie-downs for anchoring aircraft. This parking area will provide the overhaul 
and repair department with adequate working space. 

Item 5. Ammunition unloading platform and railroad siding, $162,000.—The 
acquisition of land from the North Carolina Pulp Co. is needed for the railroad 
track. This project is required to permit the relocation of this facility into an 
area which will comply with the Department of Defense safety requirements. 

Item 6. Relocation of high explosive magazines (4), $144,000.—Relocation of 
high explosive magazines is required to meet safety distance criteria set forth 
by the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Item 7. Flight test and emergency repair facility, $650,000.—This is needed to 
provide facilities for maintenance on aircraft undergoing flight test and emergency 
repair by the O. & R. This work is presently being accomplished in the open. 
Present operations are divided due to lack of suitable hangar and shop facilities 
within the O. & R. in which to perform the required services, and unnecessarily 
expensive and inefficient operations through work stoppages and _ ineffective 
utilization of working personnel result. 

Item 8. Bombing targets including easements, $190,000.—Detailed budget justi- 
fication for this project is included in the classified portion of this program. _ 

Item 9. Final finishing facility, $1,250,000.—This is to construct a final finish 
hangar to be used by the operation and regulation. This building will be of 
steel and masonry construction and is to include suitable ventilation, lighting 
accessory utilities and equipment. This is required to provide ventilation and 
lighted space in which to perform final finish painting of completely assembled 
aircraft. 


Mr. SHupparp. You mean it is too small to handle the workload 
that is presently or is going to be required at this particular station? 

Captain McKinney. It will accommodate small planes, but will 
not handle the transport planes which are being assigned to this 
station. , 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, are you enlarging the present build- 
ing, or leaving it alone to accommodate the type of planes it will ac- 
commodate, and building a new one to take care of the larger planes? 
Which of the two procedures? 

Captain McKinney. This is the construction of a new building. 
It will be of steel and masonry construction with suitable ventilation 
to meet the safety requirements. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Why are you planning to relocate the high explosive 
magazines? What has occurred to cause that difference in shifting 
of the geographical location? 

Major Fenton. Those magazines present a hazardous condition 
in that area. We wish to move and get a different approach for this 
runway before some aircraft falls in this magazine area. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice under the item for ammunition unloading 
platform and railroad siding is land acquisition. Is that a contributing 
part of the relocation of the magazines? 

Major Fenton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the distance from the present point to 
where they are now located? 

Major Fenton. From the loading point to where they are located? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In the new requirement? 

Major Fenton. The planned location is that established by the 
people in the Bureau of Ordnance in accordance with the criteria in the 
vicinity of 1,500 feet of the magazines. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In general, on the policy of creating unloading 
facilities and that of your storage facilities, is the thought and engineer- 
ing technique to keep those roads from your point of acceptance to 
your point of storage separate from the internal part of the operation? 

Major Fenton. That is one of the main reasons for relocating this. 
The present railroad runs right through the base, through the supply 
facilities, of the public works and up through the housing area which is 
definitely a hazard to everyone. This new one will come off the main 
railroad in a desert area where there is no housing and nobody living 
and will make an isolated area where it should be located. 

Mr. SHepparp. And that is in addition to the present trackage 
you have for other distribution purposes; is that correct? 

Major Fenton. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is all of the new ammunition function, wherein 
we have to change the location, engineered by the same technique? 
In other words, we are trying to avoid exposure to the populated 
areas of the base? 

Captain Dawson. Yes, sir; the engineering is in accordance with 
the clearance standards established by the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Mr. SHepparp. That does not answer my question. What I am 

trying to determine is, where we have ammunition picked up at A 
and disposed of at B, which may be 2 miles or 3 miles from 1 point 
to another, is there any specific attention being paid to exposure all 
through the center of population on the base, as against that of 
avoiding it as much as possible? 
_ Mr. Hanasury. We analyze all projects in that same light. For 
instance, we reviewed one earlier, Brunswick, Maine, for an ammu- 
nition loading project, and we had a condition there where we actu- 
ally had to evacuate 2 or 3 sets of family quarters on the station, and 
Brunswick has been engineered to the correct situation. We are 
doing that in all cases where it is physically possible to do so. 

Mr. SHepparp. When you do not have final responsibility, what 
particular efforts do you make to safeguard the population? 

Admiral CLarkx. We have guards who actually in some cases have 
to reroute the traffic. Coming ashore, when any ammunition truck 
is going by, there is no heavy traffic on the same road. Actually, if 
it simply goes down the road, we do not necessarily have to reroute it. 
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In the marshaling area, you might call it, where the trucks have to 
come in, we have a segregation and barricaded siding for those trucks 
and they are checked out so that only a small number go down the 
road at one time. But it is not physically possible for us to give 
permanent protection, any more than you can to ammunition trucks 
that arrive and sometimes have to go through cities. But they do 
have local regulations, local police with specific orders to clear traffic 
and see that no accidents occur to that truck en route. 

Captain McKinney. And they are properly marked and police 
assigned. 

Mr. SHepparp. The question has been raised some time ago about 
population exposure in the military transportation of explosives over 
a period of considerable mileage. In other words, taking this as a 
parallel and where it does not necessarily apply, assume you are 
picking up a load of high explosives at San Francisco and it became 
necessary to ship it to a vicinity adjacent to Los Angeles; a lot of that 
hauling work is done by contract trucking firms and what thought, 
if any, is given to selecting routes to avoid municipalities? 

Admiral Crarkx. I believe we would get a more definitive and 
correct answer if we waited until the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance 
appears before you later; because he controls that all over the country 
and is more familiar with it than Iam. I do know, of course, these 
contractors must comply with the different State and local Jaws upon 
the subject, but I believe the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance will 
give you a fuller answer. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this particular requirement been engineered? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir; the 9 individual items have been 
engineered by 8 separate architect engineers. The names and 
addresses and fees are as follows: 


Improve docks, Carr & Greiner, Durham, N. C____.--_-------------- $4, 200 

Visual omnidirectional range, CAA. 

Composite approach lighting, B. O. Vannort, Charlotte, N. C__._-_-_-- 3, 700 

Aircraft parking area, H. M. Von Ossen, Wilmington, N. C___.-_-___-- 2, 060 

Ammunition unloading platform and land acquisition, relocate high ex- 
plosive magazines, D. M. MacKintosh, Charlotte, N. C -..___-_-_-- 1, 100 

Flight test and emergency repair building, Lashmit, James, Brown & 
Pollegh, "Srenmeumammes Ie. Sli i elec ieued 2, 200 


Bombing targets and easements, DPWO 5ND. 
Final finish hangar, Lashmit, James, Brown & Pollock, Winston-Salem, 
Re Sa a as a aaa REM ie ag ES ica 2, 300 
Mr. SuHepparpb. Are there any questions upon this item? 
Mr. AnprEews. No questions. 
Mr. Norrevu. No questions. 
Captain McKinney. We have only one bombing target at this 
station. 
Mr. Suepparp. Yes, to the tune of $190,000. Is this premised 
upon the same justifications that you have testified to previously’ 
Captain McKinney. That is correct. 


Marine Corps Air Station, Ext Toro, Catir. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item which is reflected as the 
Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Calif., wherein you are asking for 
a total of $2,492,000, made up of 9 subdivisions which are broken 
down monetarily into their respective cost. 
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I note at this installation the plant value is $43,653,349; funded 
construction not in plant value, $4,570,000; existing unfunded auth- 
orization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,071,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $3,071,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $57,413,000. 

In this instance, you will address yourself to the item of $411,000 
reflected as being storage facilities, as I interpret it. 

Make your presentation for that requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. This is to provide a one-story reinforced 
concrete storage building with asphalt concrete open vehicle storage 
area and security fencing. This is required to house equipment at 
this station, much of which would become seriously damaged and 
deteriorated if stored in the open. 

(The following was submitted later: ) 


Item 1. Special weapons facility, $251,000.—This is required to meet the in- 
creased demand in special weapons training. It will consist of a one-story 
instruction building, an assembly building, guardhouse, concrete taxiway, and 
security fencing. 

Detailed justification is contained in the classified portion of this program. 

Item 2. Communication facilities, $125,000.—This is to provide for a standard 
remote transmitter facility for ground to air communications, which is essential 
for safe aircraft operation. Without this facility, reliable ground to air communi- 
cations cannot be established. 

Item 3. Taxiway, $170,000.—This is made necessary by the recent extension 
of the runway to meet jet aircraft requirements. Its provision will avoid the 
need of taxiing around the field and danger of taxiing on the runway. 

Item 4. Storage facilities, $411,000.— 

Item Plano Trabuco land acquisition—(a) Land, 510 acres, $69,000.—This 
proposes the acquisition in fee of a target site which has been in continuous use 
since 1948. Aequisition is required because of prospective expiration of the 
lease. The high cost of decontamination by removal of unexploded projectiles 
(uncertain at the best) and the continuing need for the use of this target makes it 
urgent that this target be Government-owned. No other targets are in the 
vicinity of El Toro. 

Item 6. Airfield pavement (Camp Pendleteon)—\(a). Aircraft parking apron 
(10 inch P. C. C.), $200,000.—This is for urgently need pavement at MCALF 
Camp Pendleton for transport and helicopter parking. Aircraft are being forced 
to park on the taxiway and along the shoulders of the runway creating a hazardous 
condition, 

Item 7. Aircraft parking area (second increment), $991,000.—This is for aircraft 
parking area in the vicinity of the new transport range. Without this pavement, 
the hangar facilities cannot be used to the maximum. This consists of an aircraft 
wash apron and required services, 1,000 linear feet of 3-cell-box culvert in irriga- 
tion drainage ditch and the installation of taxiway lights. 

Item 8. Outdoor recreation facilities, $201,000.—This will provide needed out- 

door recreation facilities. No community recreational facilities are near enough 
to be utilized regularly by station personnel. 
_ Item 9. Compass rose for transport aircraft, $74,000.—This essential facility 
is required in order that the compasses of assigned aircraft can be checked and 
ae At present, aircraft must be taken to N AS San Diego for this compass 
check. 


Mr. Suepparp. I notice an item entitled ‘Airfield pavement, 
Camp Pendleton,’ for $200,000. Is this airfield pavement literally 
at Camp Pendleton, instead of El Toro? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Then why is it under El Toro instead of Camp 
Pendleton? 

Major Fenton. El Toro has management and custody control of 
the Astoria Field and takes care of the public works facilities of that 
little airstrip. 
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Mr. SHepparp. In other words, at the El Toro operation and Camp 
Pendleton there is a financial difference by and between the two. 

Major Fenton. That is correct. 

Mr. Sueppard. Which I presume is followed throughout your 
justifications for any and all expenditures, is it? 

Major Fenron. Yes, sir. This is the only item you will see for that, 
I think, for the Marine Corps air station projects. 

Mr. Suepparpb. Explain the item “Plano Trabuco land acquisition,” 
where you are asking for $69,000. 

Major Frenton. That is the old target center. 

Mr. SuHepparD. How much land is involved? 

Captain McKinney. 510 acres. 

Mr. SHeprarp. And how much per acre? 

Captain McKinney. $135 an acre. 

Mr. SHepparp. Who presently owns the land? 

Captain McKinnry. The land has been used since 1943, but the 
lease is expiring and we desire to acquire it in fee in order to obviate 
going on there and decontaminating it from the bombs that have 

een dropped. 

Mr. SHepparp. Now we go to one of the most intricate problems 
that we are confronted with in California. How much and what 
water rights have you been buying with your land and how clearly 
have those water rights been defined, in order to avoid any future 
controversy such as we have had at Pendleton? 

Captain McKinney. We have no need for water at this target 
site. We have no people based there and it is just a short distance 
from the El Toro Air Station and the people travel between the target 
and the air station. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any water facilities on the surface, or 
water facilities underneath the surface of the ground and the land 
about it? 

Mr. Trencken. On the surface we have a stream, the only place in 
that area where they have a stream. El Toro Ranch uses all of the 
water and grazes cattle right up to our boundaries. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. In the procurement of the property, how much have 
you gone into the acquisition of the water that may be a component 
part of the surface that you are buying? 

Captain McKinney. There has been no water problem at this 
bombing target. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. There may not be any water problem at the mo- 
ment; you may not have any requirement for it at the moment, but 
you may be intruding on somebody’s water rights in the area and walk 
right smack into the same kind of cockeyed thing as you did when you 
bought Pendleton. It seems to me now you should’arrange for water 
rights. 

Mr. TizenckeEN. The reason they have not been filed, apparently, is 
because there is no requirement now for water and we will not attempt 
to acquire water rights in that area. We will buy the surface for use 
as a bombing target and will not interfere with the owners of the water. 
This is part of a larger target and we will not disturb the water rights 
of any other project: we will just take those that happen to be at the 
surface. 
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Mr. SHepparD. You are not taking over any mineral rights on this 
land at all and you do not contemplate any use for that purpose? 

Major Fenton. That is right. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Consequently, if mineral rights are included in 
that area, what are you going to do about it? In other words, you 
have a potential conflict of interest there. If you do not own the 
mineral rights in connection with the surface of the land and somebody 
becomes interested in the mineral potentialities there and you still 
need it for a bombing target, what is going to be the situatior ? 

Mr. TrenckEN, If the minerals are oil, we will require that they 
take it by directional drilling, so that they do not interfere with the 
surface. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, what you are telling me, I suppose 
is that they could whipstock off of the side of your land; is that correct? 

Mr. T1IENCKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. A good idea, if it works. 

You do not feel under the present method you are procuring rights 
to this land that you are later going to be involved in a legal pro- 
cedure due to mineral rights, of whatever character, that might per- 
tain in this parcel of land. Is that correct, or incorrect? 

Mr. TrENcKEN. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. And in procuring the land under the present prac- 
tice, you are waiving all rights to mineral deposits therein? 

Mr. TrenckEN. That is right. 

Mr. ANDREws. How many acres do you propose to buy and what 
is the price per acre? 

Captain McKinney. 510 acres, at $135 an acre. Actually we have 
been using this as a bombing target under lease since 1943. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Captain, has this project been engineered; is so, by 
whom, at what time and cost? 

Captain McHenry. It has been engineered by a number of differ- 
ent engineer firms, the names, fees, and allowances of which are as 
follows: 

Special weapons facilities, Wilson & Wilson, Los Angeles _ _ _ _ $7,114 
Communication facilities, Benedict, Beckler & Kocher, Los Angeles_ 2, 810 
Taxiway, Engineering Service Corp., Los Angeles___-- is tite 1, 300 
Storage facilities, Murray, Erick Associates, Los Angeles -- _ -_- ra 3, 200 
Plano Trabuco land acquisition, DPWO, 11ND _-.---.-.----.------- No cost 
— pavement, Camp Pendleton, Engineering Service Corp., Los An- sii 

COR ia ac ee ete re ae Se » <- Bs 
Aircraft parking area, Daniel, Mann, Johnson & Mendenhall, Los Angeles 4, O85 
Outdoor recreation facilities, Engineering Service Corp., Los Angeles.-_ _- 700 
COMB IIINL AITO, UTES, Ci thE cient cs tntiee minal TS olcie aieretn aged No cost 


Marine Corps Avuxiuiary LANpiInG Fiexip, Epenton, N. C. 


Mr. SuHepparpD. Gentlemen, we will pick up the next item reflected 
at the top of page No. 2 ‘Marine Corps auxiliary landing field at Eden- 
ton, N. C.,” wherein you are requesting family quarters for 5 senior 
staff officers, 15 junior officers and 85 enlisted, for a total figure of 
$1,421,500. I note at this installation the plant value is $13,500,885; 
funded construction not in plant value, $165,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,178,500; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,178,500; and the estimated future ap- 
propriation required, $12,293,000. 
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I would assume from your justification reflected at.the bottom of 
the page, that this housing is to be constructed upon the station. Is 
that correct? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. Actually this station is being 
used by the Marines at the present time. It is contemplated to build 
this into a naval auxiliary air station as soon as they can phase the 
Marines out. 

(The following was submitted later :) 


Item 1. Family housing 








Number | Amount 
(a) Senior officers (field grade), 1,500 square feet (average) -._..-.....-..--.-.-- 5 | $101, 250 
(b) Junior officers (company grade), 1,125 square feet (average)... _________- 15 | 228" 000) 
(c) Manlisted, G00 aquare Seet (average)... 2.5. oni etiam agin ce 85 | 1, 092, 250 
DT on eeiedneenssnnnons ocapiglaadGeeh slbdschde spiplbh) ba AP aeKienhins 105 | 1, 421, 500 








The 20 MOQ’s and 85 MEMQ’s are urgently required to alleviate the critical 
deficiency of family housing at this station. ALF Edenton is being built up from 
an ALF to a naval auxiliary air station. The nearby small town of Edenton 
cannot absorb the housing requirements of the assigned military personnel. 

Mr. SuepparpD. Has this project been engineered; if so, by whom, 
at what time, and the cost therefor? 

Captain McHenry. It has not been engineered. The estimate is 
based on criteria established by the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Suepparp. Upon the same premise as those of like character 
heretofore reviewed; is that correct? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. Do you look on this as a permanent station? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANprEws. What type of construction will you use for this 
landing field? 

Captain McHenry. I am not prepared to answer that question 
with finality. I would say it anil be the type of construction that 
would be consistent with the architecture of the station and be 
within the established limits both of square feet and dollars. 

Mr. ANprREws. Will it be masonry or brick? 

Captain McHenry. I would assume brick masonry; yes, sir. 


Marine Corps Arr Station, Miami, Fua. 


Mr. Suepparp. The next item reflected is that of the Marine Corps 
air station at Miami, Fla., for land acquisition in the amount of 
$1,223,000. The plant value is $20,932,271; funded construction not 
in plant value, $2,600,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,273,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $1,273,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $34,429,000. 

I would like an explanation of the requirement for land acquisition; 
how many acres are involved and what you contemplate paying per 
acre. 

Captain McKinney. I submit the following data on this project. 
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Item 1. Land acquisition 
ta) Band @etmerac Beyond: ; 7 $1, 183, 000 
(b) Obstruction clearance_.__......_.--_-_-. 40, 000 


1, 223, 000 

This is to acquire land needed to provide end zone and lateral clearance for 
the new 8,000-foot runway. This land is located north and west of the present 
station boundary and is mainly used for dairy farming. There are trees on this 
land and a few small houses which will have to be removed. 

This is really in 3 parcels totaling 640 acres of land needed to 
protect the Government’s interest in the airfield property and to 
provide aviation clearance in the field landing circle, to provide safety 
of life not only of the pilots, but protection to the planes themselves. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, as I interpret from your justifica- 
tion so far, you are buying land in the extension of the runways or at 
the end of the runways for protection purposes not only to the pilots 
but the people who may be residing or might be residing there. Is 
that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir; and the activity is a clearance pro- 
gram. At the east end we are acquiring 82 acres, at the west end, 
294 acres, and at the north side, 264 acres, for a total of 640 acres. 

Mr. SHepPparD. What are the present habitations in that area? 

Captain McKinney. The 82 acres and the 194 acres by agriculture, 
and the 264 acres are agriculture and some residential. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the status of the 8,000-foot new runway? 
Is that still under construction, or is it completed? 

Captain Dawson. It will be completed this month. 

Captain McKinney. This station is still being used by the Third 
Marine Air Wing. 

Mr. SHepparD. Are there any properties on the land you are desir- 
ous of acquiring that would be of any value to you? I mean by that 
physical properties—houses, barns, and so forth? 

Mr. TrencKEN. There are 37 houses on the property varying in esti- 
mated value from $2,500 to $15,000, but they would be within the 
flight zone so that we have to remove them. They could be valuable 
after they are moved, but not in their present location. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I presume they are constructed in such a manner 
that they are movable? 

Mr. TreENcKEN. We have not made an investigation of that. Gen- 
erally speaking, in purchases of this sort, if the owner desires to take 
the house we permit him to remove his house at a reduction in purchase 
price. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has this project been engineered; if so, by whom, at 
what time and the cost thereof? 

Captain McHenry. It has not been engineered. This is just land 
acquisition. 

Mr. SHepparD. Preliminary appraisals have been made? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. There have been no options taken on the property, 
I assume? 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. So the appraisals are subject to change and | 
assume if the purchases become difficult enough you might possibly 
have to go to condemnation proceedings; is that correct? 
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Mr. TrencKEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AnprEws. What is the proposed use for this land? 

Admiral CLarKk. No use. 

Mr. ANprReEws. It is just land to be owned on which you have an 
8,000-foot runway? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. AnprEews. You do not plan any new building on that land? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir; they plan to remove the buildings 
that are on there if they are obstructions, or to the extent they are. 

Mr. AnprEews. What is the purpose of this land? 

Captain McKinney. To provide air clearance in that area and 
prevent the erection of any other building that would interfere with 
the landing operations. 

Mr. AnprEws. Do you need all of the 640 acres? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. That is necessary in the clearance 
program. ‘The Miami area is building up and it is to prevent encroach- 
ment around the airfield area and to protect the Government’s interest 
in the investment. 

Admiral Ciarx. We will probably lease this land out for farming 
subject to restrictions. We usually lease out portions of land of this 
nature for agricultural purposes, as long as the operations do not 
interfere with the planes landing. In other words, it is perfectly 
acceptable for people to engage in grazing. 

Mr. Hanasury. This photograph will illustrate to you what we are 
trying to do here [exhibiting]: 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, you feel that will prevent future 
difficulties because of established flight patterns or anything of that 
similar character. Is that correct? 

Mr. HanaBury. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparpD. And also obviates people moving up against it. 

Admiral Russetu. We take our airfields out into a detached area 
and once they are installed the town grows in that area. Miramar 
was out by itself on a mesa. Immediately the airfield goes in, there 
are hotdog stands and everything else. The town grows in that 
direction and the first thing we know we have a great mass of com- 
plaints against our operations. 

These acquisitions, as in this case, are designed to protect our 
investment and make our facility usable in the future. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Don’t you think, in a procedure of that character, 
because it is a universal experience, it is nothing that is an innovation 
here, that when you went out for your original requirement for the 
extension of the runway you should have secured the land at that 
time? 

Admiral Russet. That is correct, sir. This is hindsight now, of 
course. We fourd in World War II we acquired fields rapidly and 
didn’t consider all that. 

It is now necessary to protect them. 

Mr. Anprews. I don’t see how a person would have much right to 
complain about noise. If he buys a piece of land on the side of your 
land he knows full well that you have a runway there and you will 
use it for a field. When he buys that land, he runs a risk of being 
bothered. 

Mr. Suepparp. I think that is true, but if the person is close to 
reciprocal operation, that is another thing, however. You have that 
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wherever you go. It has been universal. People will encroach, 
There is no question about it. 

They move into the area, set up some kind of a little enterprise, 
and the next thing you know the jets take off and they begin to com- 
plain, 

Complaints are that chickens quit laying eggs, cows give sour milk, 
and things such as that. But the complaints become difficult. 

Furthermore, you always have this aspect of it as well: The pilot 
may come in sometimes, something may happen, and he cracks up 
right on. top of one of those activities. 

We had that happen in California not long ago and in Arizona where 
a series of houses were torn up. While the people didn’t complain 
about the noise there was plenty of trouble because of the damage to 
the houses; in one instance there was the loss of four lives, aside from 
the burning up of the plane, the pilot, and 2 or 3 people aboard being 
killed. 

You have a continuity of those hazards, and I personally believe you 
will have to devote considerable attention to the extension of runways, 
particularly where population already is established. 

I have more sympathy for those who have been there than those who 
move into the area, to be frank with you, but it nevertheless creates a 
difficult legal situation, and it has been very costly. 

We have had many, many claims settled, as I understand it, over a 
period of time, because of accidents caused near an operational field. 

Further questions? 

Mr. AnpreEws. That is all. 


Marine Corps Auxiniary Arr Station, Mogsave, Cauir. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Marine Corps 
Auxiliary Air Station at Mojave, Calif. This is comprised of three 
subrequirements—Tactical vehicle maintenance facility, land acqui- 
sition, family housing. $2,177,400 is the amount of request. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $9,094,676; funded 
construction not in plant value, $237,000; existing unfunded auth- 
orization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,510,400; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,510,400; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $55,918,000. 

Will you make your presentation for this requirement? 

Captain McKinney. Mr. Chairman, item 1, Tactical Vehicle 
Maintenance Facility, is for a closed maintenance shop to serve 
the 584 trucks, jeeps and other tactical vehicles assigned to the 
Marine Air Group. The facility will have outside cleaning, greasing 
and steam racks, with an adequate parking area, all enclosed in a 
chain link fence. 

The second item is for land acquisition of 420 acres. This project 
provides for the purchase of 420 acres of land belonging to the Kern 
County, which lies within the station boundaries. The 420 acres 
comprise the former Kern County Airport. The total land area of the 
station is 2,506 acres, of which 420 acres is a part. 

The land now is being used without ownership or lease since 1952, 
when the lease expired under the limitations of the lease provisions. 

The Civil Aeronautics 
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Mr. SHepparp. You have been operating by common consent, then, 
Is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. There are some differences of 
opinion as to the purchase price. The Civil Aeronautics Authority 
expended $156,140 for runway and lighting at this station which Kern 
County thinks they should be reimbursed for. 

Mr. Suepparp. That was a Federal appropriation, was it not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Kern County now is trying to coast in on the Fed- 
eral appropriation? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 
which is fair value for this. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has the Civil Aeronautics Authority ever com- 
pletely dedicated their investment to Kern County other than that of 
an operational facility, that is through what we call use procedure? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact, the Civil Aero- 
nautics contributes the fund direct to the county and the county 
then uses it and it becomes their airport. 

These things, of course, were partly as the result of military requests 
as some of these airports are developed. This particular one was 
developed back in World War II, and it was expanded by the military 
so that the four hundred-some odd acres is the center portion of it, 
and the military runways are a continuation of these. 

The $25,000 represents the amount of money that Kern County 


put into the original development. It does not include any of the 
Federal grant. 


Mr. SuHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the status of your population at the end 
of this runway? 

In other words, by acquiring the 420 acres you will obviate all 
hazards involved? 

Mr. Hanasury. This forms part of the present airfield. Our run- 
way is constructed on this property. This is an integral part of the 
existing airfield. 

Mr. TrenckEN. This is the center. We go completely around it. 

Mr. SHepparp. What you are doing here in the development 
request, so far as these funds are concerned, is obviating later diffi- 
culty because you already own the land and there will be no encroach- 
ment. You will not have to go out in the future and buy land for 
protection purposes, operational and otherwise. Is that correct? 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. 

Mr. Hanasury. I am not saying there will not be future land 
requests. This is to clear up the future foreseeable problems. 

Mr. Suepparp. What do you anticipate the future will involve? 

Mr. Hanasury. From personal knowledge of the site, having gone 
over it, I think we may have future land acquisitions at Mojave. 

Mr. Trencken. In the avigation easement program the $23 million 
program is $205,000 for additional land acquisition. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right, gentlemen. 

Captain, has this been engineered? 


We are asking only for $25,000 
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Captain McHenry. The first item was engineered at Government 
expense within the past 6 months. The second item has been ap- 
praised by conflicting interests. 

Captain McKinney. We have 162 family quarters at this station. 

Mr. SHepparD. That has been engineered according to the technique 
of those in the past, Captain? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 


Marine Arr Corps Faciuity, New River, N. C. 


Mr. SHepparpD. The next is the Marine Corps air facility at New 
River, N. C. This is composed of 13 subsidiary requirements. Is 
that correct? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $1,206,000; funded 
construction not in plant value, $7,624,000; existing unfunded au- 
thorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,762,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,762,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $9,385,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. Wherein the total is reflected as being $2,762,000. 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

(The following was submitted later: ) 


Airfield pavements (second increment), $831,000.—This is to provide required air- 
craft parking pavement, the second increment to the group helicopter landing 
and takeoff area. It is needed for parking for the VMO squadron, parking for 
transport aircraft at the station operations building, and access pavement for 
the class C hangar. 

Item 2. Dispensary, $207,000.—This is for the construction of a permanent 

l-story 2-bed dispensary of 6,000 square feet. It will house the sick-call room, 
record office, aviation examining room, and dental clinic. The existing facilities 
are far below the required standards. 
p [tem 3. Public works administration and shop building, $143,000.—This is to 
provide a permanent public works facility which will include office and shop 
space. The present area occuped by the Public Works Department is inadequate 
and the facilities available are insufficient to meet the workload. 

Item 4. Supply warehouse, $169,000.—Existing temporary space is less than 
one-eighth of the requirement. This necessitates frequent replenishment from 
MCAS Cherry Point, a haul of over 55 miles. 

Item 5, Paved areas for vehicle parking and open storage, $58,000.—This is to 
furnish necessary parking areas and access paving for the Navy supply ware- 
house, public works administration and shop building, and the dispensary of 
asphalt concrete surface with shell rock base. The type of soil and the weather 
in this area complicate maintenance of vehicles parked in the open. 

Item 6. Enlisted men’s recreation building, $180,000.—This will furnish facilities 
for snack bar, gameroom (pool, billards, and table tennis), reading room, and a 
small office and storage space. There are no such facilities on the station and 
the nearest town is 5 miles away. 

Item 7. Fire and crash truck station, $93,000.—This is for a 3-stall fire and 
crash truck facility, including personnel housing. Equipment and operators are 
on 24-hour call and must be on the line at all takeoffs and landings for rescue 
and fire prevention. The new fire and crash trucks are presently parked out 
of doors. 

Item 8. Gymnasium, $224,000.—This is for a standard gymnasium, four 
bowling alley lanes, special services office and gear locker, essential for morale 
and physical fitness of personnel. There are no indoor recreation facilities at 
this remote air station. 

Item 9. Chapel, $202,000.—This is for a 1-story chapel of 300 seats and Sunday 
school area. A chapel on the base is necessary to afford personnel an opportunity 
to practice their religious faith and still comply with the exigencies of the military 
service and country. 
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Item 10. Outdoor recreation facilities, $98,000.—A centrally located, properly 
constructed outdoor recreation area, easily accessible to the living area of the 
personnel based on this installation, is a necessary requirement for the Marine 
Corps physical fitness and for offduty recreation programs. 

Item 11. Theater, $150,000.—This is for a 500-seat theater with stage. It will 
provide wholesome offduty recreation for all station personnel and their de- 
pendents. This is especially important at an isolated station where no similar 
commercial facilities are available. 

Item 12. Combat training tank, $134,000.—This is to provide an outdoor 25- 
meter training pool and bathhouse. Proper physical fitness at all times is a 
requirement of all marines. This pool will also be used for survival training for 
pilots and aircrews. 


litem 18. Utilities: 


Oe | NEI sis win =e ceneinte => neh b+ ~> > «0 
ie ete, ntti doe gulals ak suatmm ities + Sek dilcaie tie ask icaie whe 48, 000 
(ec) Electrical distribution. . ..-..........-....-.---- eaten ee 
(d) Drainage-___-_- cam pid nein ve sma OO a te ee Psdudt 6, 330 

RD ao Sie we site tiled Pd bleating = Aviat anines o thibsien's eeeels 273, 000 


This is to provide utilities to the new structures in this program. It will in- 
clude steam distribution lines, access paving, electric distribution lines, and 
drainage for fiscal year 1956 construction projects. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You start off with $831,000 for airfield pavements. 
Are these requirements upon the same premise of those heretofore 
reviewed by the committee, gentlemen? 

Captain McKinney. This is the second increment, and the incre- 
ment is broken down into five projects. One is a helicopter landing 
and pons area for the Marine observation squadron. An addi- 
tiona oe area for fixed wing aircraft, air facility operations room 
to park 10 large transport planes. Parking area for helicopters and 
associated aircraft of Marine air group. 

Last is extension of the hangar aprons. 

Mr. SHeEpPpARD. You are requesting a gymnasium at a cost of 
$224,000. What is the necessity for that request? 

Captain McKinney. This is a standard gymnasium, Mr. Chairman. 
It meets the Department of Defense criteria for this size of station. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Do you have anything of like character on the 
station at the present time and, if so, what type? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. There is no existing facility at the 
station at this time. The nearest gym is 20 miles away, which is at 
Camp Lejeune. 

This station was established in April of 1944, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What particular activities are you bringing into 
being which require the facilities enumerated in the justifications? 

Captain McKinney. This station provides facility to support regu- 
lar operations of the Fleet Marine Force helicopter transport and 
observation aircraft in direct support of ground forces. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is this as integral a part of your expansion program 
as the rest of your presentations have been? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suepparp. Captain, have these requirements been engineered, 
and, if so, by whom, what time, and what is the cost thereof? 

Captain McHenry. The first 5 items engineered by J. N. Pease «& 
Co., Charlotte, N. C., for a total cost of $6,975. 

The other items were engineered by Lowenstein-Atkinson Asso- 
ciates of Greensboro, N. C., within the past 6 months, for a total cost 
of $9,460. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Is this one of those universal chapels shown here 
on this page? 

Captain McKinney. A 1-story chapel with a 300-seat capacity. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is multidenominational? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on this item, gentlemen? 

Mr. AnDREws. I wish you would explain this for me: I notice in 
connection with all these buildings, for instance the gymnasium, item 
8, you have $187,907 for the building and $19,217 for services, and 
collateral, $16, 816. 

What are those items? 

Captain McHenry. Furniture, file cabinets, desks, athletic equip- 
ment, and items of that nature. Services are utilities—water, light, 
walks, landscaping, et cetera. 

Mr. ANDrEws. That is all. 

Captain McKinney. Things to make a building a habitable oper- 
ating facility. 


NavaL Arr Faciuity, Jonn H. Towers Fie.tp, ANNAPOLIS 


Mr. SHepparD. The next item we will refer to is the Naval Air 
Facility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis area, Maryland. 

This is made up of 26 supporting items, with total cost of $16,900,000. 

Is that the total estimated cost to complete all of this particular 
field and the subsidiary requirements, to wit, the 26 items to which 
I have referred? 

Captain McKinney. This is a new facility. I will ask Admiral 
Russell to explain it. 

Admiral Russetu. $16,900,000, Mr. Chairman, is for the air 
station per se. In future years if we move, as we must some day 
move away from Anacostia and move to this field, there certainly 
will be additional funds required to cover this. 

Mr. SHepparpD. In other words, what you are addressing yourself to 
now is an expansion over and above the $16 million as delineated in 
your justifications here now? 

Admiral Russevu. There will be future requests, I am sure. 

Mr. SuepparD. I am addressing my question to, first, is this par- 
ticular project authorized by law at this time? 

Admiral Cuark. It is authorized by the House bill. The Senate 
bill has not yet been acted on. 

Mr. Suepparp. It is being considered by the Senate committee, I 
presume? 

Admiral CLark. The Senate committee has not considered this 
project, Mr. Chairman. What happened was this: The Air Force 
started out before the House Armed Services Committee at the same 
time the Navy started out with the Senate. But the House moved 
faster, and the Navy actually, after the Senate hearings were com- 
pleted, the Navy got through the House hearings and the House 
made their report, and at that time the chairman of the House Armed 
Services Committee, Mr. Vinson, introduced this item. 

The Senate already had completed their hearings for the Navy 
items, and the House report came out with this in it and the Senate 
report, having been based on hearings before this introduction, did 
not contain this item. 
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It will be either included or not included, depending on the con- 
ference between the House and Senate. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. When the Navy appeared before the Armed Services 
Committee of the House, did the Navy testify this requirement or any 
part thereof? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir; they did. 

Mr. SHepparp. Did you do it under interrogation or was it part of 
the prepared testimony? 

Admiral Cuark. In our original presentation this item was not 
included because the planning in the Navy Department had gone to a 

-point where approximately 1 month before the hearings started it was 
decided that perhaps we had not gone far enough in our planning to 
include it in this year’s program, and it was therefore deferred with the 
idea of introducing it next year. 

However, the report of the Board of Visitors came out very strongly 
recommending that it be no longer delayed because of the fast ap- 
proaching day when the training planes now in use at Annapolis would 
no longer be usable. They are old seaplanes, we do not intend to make 
more of them, and the committee felt we should start now bringing it 
», the aie of Congress, even though we had not a firm site 
selected. 

Mr. Vinson concurred with the report of the Board of Visitors and 
introduced this this year. 

We therefore had preliminary figures because of our long-range 
planning which we had done before Mr. Vinson put in the project. 

This has not been minutely planned and these are mostly estimates. 

Mr. SHepparp. Can you tell us at this time who are the present 
Board of Visitors? 

Admiral Cuiark. I can tell you some. I will supply the complete 
list to the committee. 

Mr. Suepparp. If you will do that, please. 

(The information requested has been furnished to the committee.) 

Mr. SuHepparp. Captain, what engineering, if any, has been done 
with relation to this site by your Department, by contractors, or by 
any other procedure ordinarily followed by your Department? 

Captain McHenry. Prior to the presentation of the appropriation 
bill we had feasibility studies prepared on this site by Thomas Bourne 
& Associates, of Washington, D. C., at a cost of $5,890. The estimate 
is based on similar construction prices we have paid in this area. 

Mr. SHepparp. For example, if a site has not been determined as 
yet, is it to be assumed by the members of this committee that your 
cost of runways and taxiways to the extent they are reflected in the 
items here, $5,216,000, could and would be accurate? 

Captain McHenry. May I answer that off the record, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Admiral Ciarx. Mr. Chairman, a feasibility estimate was made 
by the Superintendent of the Naval Academy and his own air opera- 
tional officers, in which they looked around at surrounding country 
in an endeavor to see if there were any sites within 20 minutes to a 
half-hour bus ride from the Naval Academy where an airfield could 
be built which would not interfere with other air traffic in the area, 
and where from a driving-overlook, or a study of topographical maps, 
it would make it appear that it was feasible to put an airfield. 
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They came up with a study in which they drew some circles on 
maps and said “here are some possibilities.” 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How many fields of feasibility conclusions were in 
the so-called circled category, 3 or 4? 

Admiral CLark. Three, sir. 

Of those three the Navy Department has not decided whether any 
one of them is feasible, and we come to the point where, before we 
could seleet a site and should select a site, we feel that if we can get 
the authority of the Congress, if they approve of the idea, then we 
can go out and make on-site feasibility studies, borings, and pinpoint 
one of these sites. 

From what we know today we think any one of the three would be 
feasible. We think one is more feasible than the others, but it has 
not been approved by the Navy Department. 

Should this become authorized and should it be approved for fund- 
ing, we intend to spend only $4 million the first year. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Let me ask you this question—— 

Admiral Cuiarx. In other words, it is our present intention to fund 
only the A. and E. study, architectural and engineering study, and if 
it shows a solid feasibility then we will commend land acquisition. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Then am I to understand —— 

Admiral Cuiark. All these other items, sir, we are asking for author- 
ity and approval for funding, but we do not intend to spend more 
than $4 million on this project. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Let me ask you this if I may, Captain: What has 
your background experience indicated it would cost to have an ade- 
quate survey made of sites in order that you could determine the site 
upon which you wanted to center? 

Captain McHewnry. Selection of the site would be basically a 
military consideration. The general land areas in this vicinity, with 
few exceptions, are all very acceptable construction sites. Unless 
you get down along the water edge and a marshy area along Chesa- 
peake Bay you would have an acceptable construction site in almost 
every one of the areas to serving the operational requirement. 

Mr. SHepparp. I may be in error in my retentive ability, but it 
occurs to me that out of the 3 sites there was | and possibly 2 of them 
which were associated with marshy land conclusions. 

Captain McHenry. On that basis either or both of those would 
be considerably more expensive than the other, and would be selected 
only because of operational peculiarity which just could not be 
abandoned. 

Mr. SHepparp. How long would it normally take you to survey a 
site of this character which was determined upon and come up with 
some firm figures as to costs of the 26 satellite requirements reflected 
in your justifications? 

Captain McHenry. Within 90 days we could have an excellent 
advance planning report. 

Mr. SHepparp. What would you consider to be enough funds to 
cover advanced planning? 

Captain McHenry. Somewhere between one-half and 1 percent of 
the total value of the project. 

Mr. SHepparp. Reduce that to figures, please. 

Captain McHenry. Between $80,000 and $150,000, depending on 
negotiations with the A. and E. 
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Mr. Suepparp. What do you consider you would be spending the 
balance of the $4 million for over and above the A. and E. costs which 
the captain has referred to, and we will set the figure arbitrarily at the 
$150,000? 

Captain McHenry. That is only the advanced planning, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. I understand that. 

Next step would be acquisition of the land. 


Admiral CLarx. A. and E. would be next. He talked first of the © 


feasibility study, is that right? 

Captain McHenry. Advance planning. Following that we would 
have to have definitive plans and specifications for construction. 

Mr. Suepparp. But you would not obviously go ahead with that 
until such time as you had your land definitely buttoned up, would 

ou? 

Captain McHenry. That is correct, but immediately as the land 
was buttoned up we would proceed so as to save time. 

Mr. SHepparD. What I am getting at is the sequence which nor- 
mally would be followed here. 

One would be your temporary survey of costs and then your deter- 
mination of a site which was concluded as the one the military wanted, 
and then you go into your completed planning? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SuepparD. Planning for the entire installations on the project 


as reflected here? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. There might be some shifting or changing in the 
presentation here due to the site selected. Would that be logical? 

For example, you have drainage in one instance, lighting, and 
various and sundry other things which would be determinable upon 
the proximity in the utilities field by those established. One field 
might be closer to them than another, drainage in one instance might 
be more expensive or extensive than in others, which leaves those 
categories in a hypothetical state so far as your appropriation require- 
ment is concerned. Is that right? 

Captain McHenry. That is correct. The individual items may 
vary up and down.The general total would stay pretty much where 
it is, we think. 

However, we are shooting in the dark until we have a specific site 
selected. 

Admiral CLark. We estimated that if we approved the site which 
at first blush appeared most feasible that the land acquisition would 
amount to about $3,200,000 and that the architectural and engineer- 
ing definitive plan would cost about $800,000. That is why I said, 
Mr. Chairman, we estimate that we would spend $4 million this 
year. We would do the advanced planning Captain McHenry spoke 
of by using the advanced planning fund which we have for all our 

projects. 

' Mr. Suepparp. Out of the 3 locations involved, what is the Annap- 
olis center of operations to these 3 points, starting with the closest 
one, then the second, and then the third, In your response it might 


be advisable not to name the sites on the record. Just give me the 
mileage without reference to any particular geographical area. 

Admiral Ciarx. As the crow flies, sir, they are all between 10 and 
12 miles from the city of Annapolis. 
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By road they would all be between 15 minutes to a half hour by 
bus. The idea of this is so that the midshipmen can be taken down 
during the long drill periods and get a worthwhile amount of work 
done during the indoctrination phases of this. There will be some 
times when they will go down and stay a whole morning and perhaps 
when the curriculum is revised, and I am sure it will be, they may spend 
a week or two there. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the planning requirement necessity as at 
present determined by those who make policy within the Navy? 

Admiral Cuark. The main change in our requirement in this 
respect, Mr. Chairman, is to introduce the midshipman to the 
operation of modern jet aircraft. 

\{r. SHepparD. You mean in his primary status, or what? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, if you follow through with this 
program at Annapolis, those cadets would not have to be exposed 
later to primary training as you are presently functioning? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir; they would be. This is for the indoctrina- 
tion and instruction of every graduate in the capabilities and limita- 
tions of jet modern aircraft, where they fit into the naval officers’ day 
to day work, whether he be a flier or not. Fliers would go through the 
preliminary course at Pensacola, but they would have the background 
behind them, what you call the A B C’s of the capabilities and limita- 
tions of modern aircraft. 

Mr. Suepparp. Of course you would only take those cadets who 
are going into the flying branch of the service? 

Admiral Ciarx. No, sir; we would take everyone. We feel it is 
important that every officer, whether or not he be an aviator, or 
whether he be a line officer or not, he should know enough about the 
capabilities and limitations of modern aircraft so that if he becomes 
a supply officer at a big naval air station there will be many, many 
times when he will be able to perform his duties better if he knows what 
a jet aircraft is all about, what support is required for that aircraft, 
and the whole business and not just. the mechanics of flying the plane. 

Mr. SHepparp. What additional time will this added curricula 
require of your cadets as compared to the present training? 

| ask that because the testimony heretofore has been, as I recall-it; 
that we are exacting just about as much out of our cadets as we can 
in the present time limitations. If that be true then you are adding 
extra curricula there, are you not, which would mean you will have to 
extend the time which the cadets attend? 

Admiral Cuark. No, sir. Mr. Chairman. What you say is very 
true. It has been noted by every Board of Visitors for the last 10 
years that although it is desirable and sometimes highly desirable to 
take more subjects, the midshipmen’s time is crowded. 

So, to begin with, we would use this field, whether or not we did 
anything to the curriculum, we already give them a good deal of basic 
training -right at North Severn, across from the Naval Academy 
proper. I believe that will be extended. 

Whether or not they will do it in the academic year, by deferring 
some other part of their undergraduate instruction, or whether they 
will devote more time in the summer to going to and from this air 
— living at the Naval Academy and utilizing it then, I don’t 
cnow. 
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In fact I know that at the present moment Admiral Boone is 
reexamining the curricula to see where this best can be worked in. 

But even if he doesn’t give it more time than they do today, we 
believe this is an absolute must because we are faced with not having 
any planes within 3 years where we can give midshipmen instruction, 

We are not building primary trainers on floats any more, no more 
seaplanes in the primary training. 

It seems much better to give them the same types of trainers and 
also let them see the operations of operational rather than training 
type planes at the Naval Academy airfield. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Assuming that a student is at Annapolis this year, 
where do you take him now for these flying operations? What do 
you do with the student now to indoctrinate him in flying operations? 

Admiral Ciark. They don’t get as much as they should. They 
have what they call an aviation summer. They take them on indoc- 
trination tours, take them to airfields. I believe Admiral Russell 
can describe it perhaps more fully than I can. 

Admiral Russevu. The indoctrination of the midshipmen currently 
is on the old N-3’s on floats in the Severn River, sir. There is a sea- 
plane stationed there with controls, a tower, and flights performed from 
the water. 

Occasionally they bring in large flying boats, and in addition to the 
instruction there in aviation one of the summers is devoted largely to 
aviation training, also. This would replace the seaplane facility. 

Mr. SuHepparD. This would replace the antiquated type of ship you 
have there now, modernize it, and bring it into the jet category. Is 
that correct? 

5 aS RusseLut. We would have all varieties of planes at this 
eld. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, what you are doing is putting on 
another primary training field, are you not? 

Admiral Russe... It is indoctrination. We would like to show 
how the jet operates, how the regular carrier type propellered plane 
operates, antisubmarine warfare, and we can conduct classes in any 
of these things if we have the field. 

This is now lacking at the Naval Academy although in the past | 
think we had authority for the field but could not arrange for the 
actual consummation of it because funds were not appropriated. 
There was some difficulty in the past. 

But about 50 percent of the Navy is involved in aviation, and the 
midshipmen should have aviation training along with their ordinary 
training. 

Mr. Suepparp. I agree with that but I wonder what has been 
happening to them heretofore. We have turned out some fine 
pilots in the Navy through some process. How have you done it in 
the past? 

Admiral Russeuxi. This indoctrination has been done by float 
planes and flying boats in the river, what has been done at the Naval 
Academy. Otherwise they must go to an entirely different place for 
this training. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Andrews? . 

Mr. Anprews. As I understand it, you have no flight training 
facilities for the midshipmen? 
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Admiral Russe... Not flight training to make pilots of them. They 
have flight training. They fly, shoot machineguns, and actually get 
the feel of the controls. They do not come out as pilots, however. 
This is indoctrination training. 

Mr. ANDREWws. What would this add to a man’s training which 
Pensacola doesn’t give them? 

Admiral Russevu. Pensacola just makes a pilot, sir. This is aimed 
at making a naval officer acquainted with aviation for his professional 
good. They are two different problems. 

Do I make myself clear, sir? 

Mr. ANpDREws. I think so. You can take a midshipman and have 
him fly jet aircraft which you cannot do today? 

Admiral Russe.u. Unless you take him to a jet field. It involves 
the expense of carrying the students there, bringing them back, 
quartering them there, and so on. 

Mr. ANDrEws. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

One other point. Did I understand you to say that this Senate 
Armed Services Committee had hearings on this project? 

Admiral CLarKk. No, sir; the Senate did not. The Senate had 
finished their hearings before the House started its hearings. 

The House started their hearings. Mr. Vinson introduced this, 
which is strongly supported by the Navy. They put out their report 
before the Senate put out their report because they were still consider- 
ing—the Senate finished the regular hearings but they were recon- 
sidering—some projects after the hearings were over. 

Mr. AnpDReEws. I get the point now. 

Admiral CLark. That delayed their report. 

Mr. Anprews. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparp. However, after the Senate had been conversant 
with the fact that the House committee had placed this project in the 
bill, the Senate had not as yet changed its opinion about it so far as 
you know. Is that right? 

Admiral Ciark. I cannot answer that, Mr. Chairman. I didn’t 
discuss it with the Senators. 

May I go off the record? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparD. It would be appropriate at this time to insert this 
statement in the record. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF THE SUPERINTENDENT, UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY, RELATIVE 
TO THE REQUIREMENT FOR AIRFIELD FACILITIES FOR THE TRAINING AND 
INDOCTRINATION OF MIDSHIPMEN, UNITED States Navy 


As Superintendent of the United States Naval Academy, it is my responsibility 
to deliver to the fleet each year a group of graduates who are fully prepared and 
qualified to perform the duties and discharge the responsibilities of junior officers, 
and who possess a sound educational and indoctrinational foundation for future 
professional development. Having regard for the technological development and 
changes in naval welfare over the last four decades, it is as necessary for today’s 
naval officer, whether pilot or not, to be familiar with the basic characteristics, 
capabilities, limitations, operational techniques, and tactics of naval aircraft as 
it is for him to possess a fundamental knowledge of ships. He must have an 
ingrained and abiding air-consciousness and airmindedness. 

Reflecting the trend in the development of our modern Navy and Marine 
Corps, approximately 50 percent, I am told, of the total resources, in terms of 
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men and money, available to our naval establishment is now being allocated to 
activities directly associated with naval and Marine Corps aviation. In my 
opinion, the educational curriculum and indoctrinational. program at the Naval 
Academy have not kept pace with this transition in our fleet. It is my con- 
sidered judgment that the aviation segment of the course at the Naval Academy 
requires substantia! strengthening, if this institution is to continue to fulfill its 
assigned mission. 

Since the Navy’s first air facility was activated at the Naval Academy in 1911, 
an adequate air station for the Naval Academy has been a growing requirement 
Parenthetically, West Point has an air station and, of course, the new Air Force 
Academy will have one. The requirement for a Naval Academy airfield has been 
officially recognized for the past 12 years yet, for one 1eason or another, the 
Naval Academy still does not have adquate facilities for the education and in- 
doctrination of future officers in the field of modern naval aviation. In this air 
age, when naval aviation is the very spearhead of our modern naval striking and 
antisubmarine forces, and when the future role of naval aviation in our country’s 
defense looms more vital and demanding than ever before, this situation has 
become wholly untenable in principle. As stated by the Board of Visitors to the 
Naval Academy in 1947, and echoed in substance by competent authorities many 
times since, “‘At this time it would seem as inappropriate for the Naval Academy 
to be without an airfield of the highest military type, as for it to be without a 
harbor and major waterways adjacent thereto.”” While the report to the Presi- 
dent by this year’s Board of Visitors has not yet been released for publication, | 
believe that it would not be out of order for me to inform this committee that, 
taking all factors into consideration, this year’s Board considered it vitally neces- 
sary that construction of a Naval Academy airfield proceed at the earliest practi- 
cable date. It is noteworthy that the Congress, in 1948, approved this project in 
principle by authorizing funds in the amount of $12 million for the construction 
of an airfield at the Naval Academy. Funds were never appropriated, however, 
and this authorization is no longer in effect. 

At the present time we have a small seaplane facility on the Severn River 
opposite the Naval Academy proper. All indoctrinational pilot training of mid- 
shipmen is carried on in N3N-type seaplanes. This is an obsolete single-float 
biplane trainer which has been in service since 1934. There are a total of 48 of 
this type remaining in existence, of which we shall actively operate 40 this sum- 
mer and next fall. Some feel that indoctrinating midshipmen in this obsolete 
type is worse than no indoctrination at all but I don’t agree. Beginning this 
coming August, these N3N’s will reach the end of their normal service life, and 
the last is scheduled to go out of service in November 1957. By that time, 
it is probable that the number available will be reduced below our operational 
needs, by virtue of normal attrition. Major spares are already becoming scarce. 
The Navy does not contemplate procuring a replacement seaplane since to do 
so for this one purpose would not be economical. Furthermore, we do not favor 
replacement with a new seaplane trainer type since our seaplane training oper- 
ations are seriously hampered whenever we have winds over 18 knots or tempera- 
tures below 28° F. The schedule of midshipmen is so jampacked that time lost 
cannot be made up. 

In the light of these factors, it is evident that unless new provisions are started 
now, there will be an interruption of indoctrinational flight training at the Naval 
Academy. Studies have indicated that it would be uneconomical and unsatis- 
factory to conduct such training elsewhere. It is my firm conviction, gentlemen, 
that provision of a modern air activity as an integral and intimate part of a mid- 
shipman’s life at the Naval Academy where midshipmen can study modern fleet 
aircraft in operation, is a major and urgent requirement to enable us to continue 
to attract young men of the desired caliber, and in sufficient numbers, to meet 
the future needs of the Navy. 

Through a preliminary engineering survey, we have selected what we consider 
to be a satisfactory site for the establishment of an airfield to meet the needs of the 
Naval Academy. 

In this connection, it is important to realize that the countryside in the general 
vicinity of the Naval Academy is undergoing rapid development, and as a result 
the difficulties attendant upon the acquisition of a suitable airfield site, and the 
prospective price, are increasing on an ascending scale. These appear to be added 
reasons for procurement of the land for an airfield at the earliest possible date, if 
an airfield is ever to be provided at all. 

The Chief of Naval Operations is aware of the urgent need for an airfield at the 
Naval Academy. Incident to my formal recommendation in the premises, ‘he 
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possibility of including sueh an item in the Navy’s request for public works under 
the fiscal 1956 budget was considered in the Navy Department in February, but 
the Secretary of the Navy and the Chief of Naval Operations felt at that time that 
the studies of the project had not progressed sufficiently for it to be included in the 
Navy requests for fiscal 1956. I now understand through discussion with Navy 
Department officials that these studies have now progressed to the point that the 
Department is ready to proceed with the project now. ~ 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has this facility been cleared by the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense, if you know? 

Admiral Cuiark. I believe it has not, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The same question applies to the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Admiral Cuark. I believe not, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Any further questions on the item involved here, 
gentlemen? 

Mr. ANDREws. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Norrewu. No questions. 


NavaL AuxILiARY Arr STaTION AT CHINCOTEAGUE, VA. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item reflected on the next 
page, ‘Naval auxiliary air station at Chincoteague, Va.” It is com- 
prised of aircraft maintenance hangar and parking apron, an in- 
firmary, and a special projects building, total of $2,858,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $16,143,556; funded 
construction not in plant value, $3,980,000; existing unfunded au- 
thorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,628,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $3,628,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $26,086,000. 

Will you make your presentation as to the requirements, please? 

Captain McKinney. This aircraft maintenance hangar, including 
parking apron, is needed immediately to provide maintenance for 
fleet squadrons now operating from tents and portable nose hangars 
at this station. 

The two permanent hangars at this station are being fully utilized 
at this time. One is being used in a classified ordnance development 
and test work, and the other by the utility squadron corps and an air 
development squadron, too. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

Item 2. Infirmary (20 beds), $561,000.—The present infirmary is structurally 
unsafe, is not watertight, and constitutes an extreme fire hazard to bed patients, 
expecting mothers and newborn babies. The present infirmary was designed for 
1,500 military, 80 civilians, and no dependents. With the increased population 
of 2,044 military, 725 civilians, and 1,500 military dependents the existing medical 
facilities cannot meet the station needs. 

Item 8. a, ray projects buiiding, parking area, access road, and taxiway, 
$500,000.—This is required to provide the essential shore support facilities for 
the Atlantic Fleet guided missile program. This provides the essential office, 
shop, utility, and trianing facilities required to augment existing station facilities 
to permit accomplishment of the assigned mission. Detailed justification is con- 
tained in the classified portion of this program. 


Mr. SuepparpD. Do you notice in the justification that you state, 
“No water is available for fire protection’’? 
_ This is a property which has been in existence for how long? Is it 
since 1954? 

Captain McKinney. Established 1943, sir. 
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Mr. SHepparp. What has been our total capital investment in that 
plant for 1943? 

Captain McKinney. $16,143,556. 
; Mr. Suepparp. You presently have $3,980,000 under construction 
there? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. That may be completed, Mr. Chair- 
man, but it may not have been taken up on the plant account. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How does it come about that we have no water 
available for fire protection there with this kind of investment? 

Admiral Russe.u. Just this immediate area, because it is off to the 
side, does not have the water mains. They are using stands with tests. 
The statement that there is no fire protection means there is no im- 
mediate fire protection—water not piped to this particular area. 

Mr. Suepparpb. In other words, you do have fire protection to take 
care of the capital investment? 

Admiral Russe.u. That is right. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. This being an addition thereto does not have it 
and that is what the sentence I just referred to means; is that correct? 

Admiral Russe.u. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. Captain, how much engineering has been applied 
to this area, if any, and, if any, what kind and at how much cost? 

Captain McHenry. All three items have been advance planned 
by Clark, Buhr & Nexsen of Norfolk, Va., within the past 6 months 
at a cost of $12,038. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. erences gentlemen? 

Mr. AnpreEws. No questions. 


NavauL OrpNANcCE Test Station, INYOKERN, CALIF. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, “Naval ordnance 
test station at Inyokern (China Loke), Calif.” 

You want $2,615,000. I note at this installation the plant value 
is $162,245,692; funded construction not in plant value, $10,151,000; 
existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authoriza- 
tion, $2,615,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,615,000; and 
the estimated future appropriation required, $2,615,000. 

Will you make your presentation to that requirement, please? 

Captain McKinney. This structure is required to house and 
operate the new armament systems facility now being developed. 

Mr. SHepparp. How far is this from Inyokern? 

Admiral Russe. It is in Inyokern. The Navy actually changed 
the name to China Lake to avoid ambiguity in the post office system. 
Inyokern is a small town about 12 or 15 miles away, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is all one unit and should be considered as such’? 

Admiral Ciark. We are ia China Lake now, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. You use that purely as a name. It does not in- 
fluence the operation and the proximity of the function? 

Admiral CLark. You are right. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Admiral Russet. Nothing has been changed except we have been 
asked to use the name “China Lake” to avoid ambiguity in the 
postal system, sir. Facilities are exactly the same. 
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Mr. SHeprarpD. What can you give us as presently going on in the 
China Lake area which requires the expenditure of this $2 million- 
lus? 

Captain McKinney. This is armament evaluation system. The 
combat effectiveness of our present Naval airplanes are dependent 
upon making effective hits on enemy aircraft before the enemy can 
cet in and make their hits. 

Fighter and interceptor aircraft have been penalized beyond their 
operational capabilities for the lack of satisfactory fire-control 
systems. 

' This project has been under study for the past 7 years and because 
of the lack of this facility there have been 2 to 4 years delay in several 
of the proposed aircraft armament fire-control systems. 

This project has been approved by the Navy Research Council. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does this have to do with triangulation? 

Admiral Russet. No, sir. 

Captain McKinney. This facility will be available to all service 
and civilian contractors involved in the manufacture of armament 
systems. 

Mr. SHepparD. The major portion of the operation involved here 
is part of a very delicate function; is it not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions, gentlemen? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. SHepparp. All right. Captain McKinney, what are the 
engineering features of this project? 

Captain McKinney. Advance planning was done by Pierce 


Management, Inc., and von Storck, Evans, Scandale & Burkavage, 
Scranton, Pa., for $31,400. 


Navau Arr Station, Lakenurst, N. J. 


Mr. SHepparD. Next is the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, N. J. 
This is composed of four subsidiary requirements—catapult and 
arresting gear development facilities, airship envelope storage, air 
navigation aids, and HTA hangar and operations facilities; $16,311,000 
is the total request. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $29,055,783; funded 
construction not in plant value, $2,961,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $16,311,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $16,311,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $21,528,000. 

[ would like you to go through these very definitively at this time 
if you will, please. 

Captain McKinney. Item 1 is the catapult and arresting gear 
development facilities, for which we are requesting $14,735,000. 

The present facilities are located at the Naval Air Materiel Center 
at Philadelphia. However, these are obsolete since the field there 
is incapable of expansion to handle the jet planes. 

The present catapult-development facilities is required at Lake- 
lurst. It must be developed to catapult heavy planes. It requires 
heavier equipment and machinery. 

The longer runways are necessary, because when the plane does not 
catch when it makes its original landing it should have sufficient 
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eee space for it to come to rest before it reaches the end of the 
ine. 

Mr. SuHepparp. How much of this total request of $16 million-plus 
is to be allocated to the so-called blimp function at Lakehurst as com- 
pared to other types? 

Captain McKinney. Actually the item 2 is for an envelope storage 
facility, sir. 

Item 3 is for air-navigation aids. Those two items are for airships. 

Item 4 is for heavier than air hangars, which is for the heavier than 
air aircraft. 

Mr. SHeprparp. What do you mean by collateral equipment? 

Captain McKinney. I haven’t found it. 

Admiral Ciark. Under item 2. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Subitem 7 is reflected as being collateral equipment, 
for which you want $19,000. 

Captain McHenry. I have a note on that, sir. Maintenance 
equipment for use in connection with repairing and overhauling of 
these airship envelopes. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the length of the runways at Philadelphia? 

Captain McKinney. It is impossible to extend the runways at 
Philadelphia, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHeEpparp. I notice you state they are obsolete. I interpret 
from your justifications that you are practically moving the entire 
operation from the Naval Air Material installation at Philadelphia 
to Lakehurst? 

Captain McKinney. That is right. 

Captain McHenry. One end abuts the Naval shipyard and the 
other end abuts the Delaware River. 

Mr. SuHepparD. The only thing you can do there is to widen them 
out. 

Captain McHenry. That would not do it, sir. 

Admiral Russeuu. Longest runway is 5,200 feet, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. A 5,000-foot runway is obsolete today, is it not? 

Mr. SHupparD. For some ships. 

Captain McKinney. It is for jet aircraft. 

Mr. AnpRreEws. You are going into jets? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. Longer runways are needed for the 
catapult controls and arresting gear. The jets come im, and if they 
are not stopped by the arresting gear they have to have sufficient 
runway to come to a dead stop. 


Mr. SuHeEpparp. Is it reasonable to assume, gentlemen, I do not: 


find land acquisition here at Lakehurst, that you must obviously 
have all the land you need there, not wholly for the purpose of your 
operational requirements but also to avoid any population inter- 
jection which might take place at a later date? 

Admiral Russeuu. Yes, sir. 

The reservation is adequate, existing reservation is adequate to 
accommodate this facility. 

This is Government-owned land up here, Fort Dix. 

Mr. SuepparD. What is the total of the Government-owned land 
within the confines of the fencing you have at Lakehurst? 

Admiral Russetu. About 7,500 acres. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. It is all within fences? 

Admiral Russeuu. 7,357.9 acres. 

Mr. SHepparD. What do the deep blue marks indicate? 

Admiral Russetu. Expeditionary catapult and arresting operation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I refer to the unequal alinements reflected there. 

Admiral Russeuu. Low land, sir. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Is that marshy land? 

Admiral Russe. Slightly marshy, with some small streams. 

Mr. SHepparD. Where do you expect to do the expansion work 
on that chart? 

Admiral Russeiu. At these points shown here. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How much filling are you going to have to do to go 
ahead with the runways, both in your expansion operations and 
otherwise? 

Admiral Russexu. Cuts and fills will balance out. There will be no 
importation of material. There is plenty of sand and gravel within the 
area. 

I would say the slope of the land in this entire area doesn’t vary more 
than 10 or 15 feet. 

Captain McHenry. Not that much. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has this project been engineered, Captain? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. If so by whom, the time, and cost? 

Captain McHenry. Catapults and powerplant have been engi- 
neered by the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Runway and taxiway are advance planned by Louis Berger, of 
East Orange, N. J. 

Mr. SHepparp. How old is the station at Lakehurst? 

Admiral Russetu. Established in 1921, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is our present capital investment on that 
base? 

Captain McKinney. $29,055,783. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions on this item, gentlemen? 

Mr. ANprREws. No, sir. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is: 

Item 2. Airship envelope storage, $383,000.—To meet present procurement and 
overhaul schedules, additional storage space must be provided for approximately 
54 airship envelopes over and above existing storage facilities. Lakehurst is the 
only air station where airships can be overhauled or commissioned and sufficient 
envelope storage space must be provided if requirements are to be met. 

Item 3. Air navigation aids, $139,000.—This is required for standard instrument 
approach procedures. When the new airfield was completed it rendered the radio 
range station and the 2 Macher (radio homing device) useless in that it could not 
guide pilots to the new airfields 3 miles from the old field. It is necessary to move 
the existing radio range towers, antennas, and homing device to a location which 
will be alined with the instrument runway to permit all-weather operations. 

Item 4. HTA hangar and operations facilities, $1,054,000.—Additional hangar 
space is required at Lakehurst to provide space for maintenance and operation of 
present station aircraft and those planned for the catapult test and arresting gear 
facility. The present field will be abandoned by heavier-than-air aircraft to 
make way for the new overhaul and repair department, airship accessories over- 


haul facilities. This is urgently needed to complete the new airfield as no hangar 
or operations structures now exist. 


Mr. SHepparp. Captain McHenry have these items been advance 
planned? 
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Captain McHenry. Yes, sir, as follows: 


Catapult and arresting gear facilities: Bureau of Yards and Docks (no charge), 

Airship envelope storage: W. W. Slocum Co., Newark, N. J., $3,300. 

Air navigation aids: Wigton, Abbott Corp., Plainfield, N. J., $5,550. 

Heavier than air hangar and operations facilities: Wigton, Abbott Corp., Plain. 
field, N. J., $7,500. 


Mr. SuHepparp. This committee will stand adjourned until 1 0’clock. 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Mr. SHepparpD. The committee will come to order. 


Nava Air Test Center, Paruxent River, Mp. 


We will pick up the next item which is reflected as being the Naval 
Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md., in which there is a total 
request for $8,677,000, and this is made up of 4 requirements, to-wit, 
airfield pavement, jet engine maintenance shop, central heating sys- 
tem, and aviation lube oil storage. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $91,317,529; funded 
construction not in plant value, $9,562,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $9,327,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $9,327,000; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $9,309,000. 

I notice your heaviest item is the first one, airfield pavement, in 
the amount of $6,365,000. Will you present your justifications for 
that and the other requirements, please? 

Captain McKinney. Part I of that item is the repair of the entire 
length of the runway. The major portion of this airfield pavement 
requires replacement. Numerous runway paving failures have oc- 
curred during the past years, and at an increased and alarming rate 
during the last 2 years since the operation of the latest type aircraft, 
Spot repairs are costly and disrupt schedules. 

Part II is for an aircraft parking apron of 36,000 square yards. 
Lack of sufficient parking area requires aircraft to park on taxiways 
causing congestion and presents a hazard to taxiing aircraft. 

Part III is for a parallel addition to taxiway A required to save 
the time and fuel necessary for positioning the planes before and 
after takeoff. It will reduce the existing congestion and interference 
during takeoffs from this field, sir. 

The next item is a jet engine maintenance shop with an overhead 
crane. Shop facilities must be provided for maintenance, minor 
overhauling, and service evaluation of all turbojet and turboprop 
engines in support of aircraft test projects conducted by the Naval 
Air Test Center. This proposed shop will adequately handle the 
heaviest and longest jet engines foreseeable in the next 10 to 15 years. 

The next item is a central heating system to rehabilitate the existing 
standby steam-electric generating plant. This will eliminate 60 of 
the 75 individual steam-generating plants on the station. By a 
series of loops, this central heating plant can supply heat to all build- 
ings in the southwest portion of the station. The elimination of the 
60 individual heating plants by this item can be amortized in. a 3-year 
period. 
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The next. item is aviation lube oil storage. At the present time 
aviation engine lubricating oil is procured in 55-gallon drums. Oil is 
dispensed by hand to tank trucks by hoisting the drums over the 
tank with a fork lift and pouring from this position. This item is to 
provide a safe method and a more efficient method of operation which 
will provide direct reductions in operating cost. 

Mr. SHepparp. Captain, with reference to the Naval Air Test 
Center, Patuxent River, Md., has this been engineered and if so to 
what extent, by whom, when, and what was the cost? 

Captain McHenry. The engineering for the pavements was done 
by the Bureau of Yards and Docks at Government expense during the 
past 6 months. The other items have been engineered as follows: 
Jet engine maintenance building: John M. Walton & Associates, Arlington, Va., 
Coral heating system: DPWO-PRNC. 

Aviation lubricating oil storage: C. Warren Bogan & Associates, Washington, D.C., 
$350. 


Navat Arr Missite Test Center, Point Mveu, Cauir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the pext item, gentlemen, naval 
air missile test center, Point Mugu, Calif. The request is composed 
of four subsidiary projects, project aircraft maintenance building, 
radio receiver facility, special project building No. 2, and fire station, 
all of them totaling a request of $1,010,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $28,195,929; funded 
construction not in plant value, $6,620,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, $102,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,102,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,186,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $26,920,000. 

Will you make your presentation for that requirement? 

Captain McKinney. The first item is a project aircraft mainten- 
ance building. This is required to provide aircraft maintenance 
facilities to support drone and project aircraft on San Nicolas Island 
where no facility now exists. It provides for the construction of a steel 
hangar building 110 feet wide by 80 feet deep with concrete floor and 
foundation and masonry unit leanto for shop and office. 

The next item is a radio receiver facility. This is to provide a new 
interference-free permanent concrete building and related technical 
facilities plus two 600-square-foot direction finder buildings and 
access roads. 

Item 3 is for a special project building to be used for the operation 
preparation and checkout of missiles equipped with special warheads, 
in connection with the naval air missile test center at Point Mugu. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Point Mugu works closely in its functions with 
Inyokern, does it not? 

Admiral RussE.u. Yes, it does. 

Mr. SHepparp. Proceed. 

Captain McKinney. Item 4 is a fire station, for which we are re- 
questing $84,000. This particular item was authorized under Public 
Law 534 of the 83d Congress. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Do we not have a fire station at Point Mugu? 

Captain McKinney. This is for a fire station on San Nicolas 
Island. It is a flight landing zone of the Mugu Naval Air Missile 
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Test Center. At present San Nicolas has a requirement for a standard 
class C station. 

Mr. Suepparp. Two of these projects are on San Nicolas and two 
are on Point Mugu proper, is that correct? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Was or was not this fire station reflected in last 
year’s budget and rejected because of its so-called excessive cost? 

Admiral Crarx. Mr. Chairman, this is another item in the group 
wherein the House Appropriations Committee last year questioned 
our criteria for a firehouse and told us to review it, using the data that 
the Air Force uses, and that we were to get together on these various 
facilities, and we were able to reduce the cost. 

Mr. SHepparp. From $102,000 to $84,000? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. It has been reviewed by the 
Department of Defense and it is in accordance with its criteria. 

Mr. SuHepparp. While we are on that subject, have all the installa- 
tion costs that represent a differential costwise between the Air Force 
and the Navy been reviewed by the Department of Defense? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir, every item. 

Mr. SHepparp. Captain, has this project been engineered, and if 
so when, and by whom, and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. The 4 items have been engineered by 4 separate 
contractors in the past 6 months, as follows: 


Naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, Calif. 


Project aircraft maintenance building, Holmes & Narver, Inc., Los 
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Radio receiver facility, Moffatt & Nichols, Inc., Long Beach- _-_--_-_---- 1 3, 000 
Special project building No. 2, Ralph M. Parsons Co., Los Angeles-.- -- - 12, 150 
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1 Estimate by prorating with other items in same engineering services contract. 
Navat Arr Sration, Sourh Wrymoutu, Mass. 


Mr. SuepparD. We will pick up the next item, which is the naval 
air station, South Weymouth, Mass., wherein you request $270,000 
for a radar test tower. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $14,399,333; funded 
construction not in plant value, $1,773,152; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $270,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $270,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
a $5,692,000. ' 

il you present your justifications for that requirement, please? 

Captain McKinney. This is to provide for the installation of air- 
borne early warning and aircraft intercept radar systems on the roof 
of hangar No. 1, an elevator to the roof of the hangar; an extension to 
the west control tower for the installation of the new ultrahigh fre- 
quency defense early warning radar; and one level of the extension to 
provide space necessary for the Reserve combat information center 
program. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is this a part of the so-called radar circle? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. This is just a defense-early-warning 
radar, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. And would serve what geographical area? 

Admiral CLarx. May we go off the record? 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has this project been advance planned? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir; by Goldberg, Le Messurier & Asso- 
ciates of Boston for $2,500. 


NavaL PHoroGrapPHic INTERPRETATION CENTER, SUITLAND, Mp. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item reflected as Naval 
Photographic Interpretation Center, Suitland, Md., for the first incre- 
ment of which you are making a request for $2,345,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,345,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $2,345,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$1,776,000. 

Will you present your justifications for this request, please? 

Captain McKinney. Mr. Chairman, this Center must have a build- 
ing suitable for storing and preserving the valuable films and prints 
of the Department, sir, and it is proposed to establish this new building 
there with the necessary humidity controls and cooling systems. 

Mr. SuepparD. Where is the Center located now? 

Captain McKinney. The present building at the naval receiving 
station has been condemned by the Potomac River Naval Command, 
under whose jurisdiction it is presently located, as a hazard to personnel 
and equipment. 

Admiral Ciark. I might say, Mr. Chairman, we had two meetings 
during the year and it was said by the commander that if this did 
not go through he would request the Department to lease space. 
I have seen pictures of it. They have had to take personnel out of 
some of the lower floors because they are not sure they would not 
collapse. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is this near Anacostia? 

Admiral Ciark. It is at Anacostia. If you go across the bridge 
and turn right it is the air station; if you turn left it is the receiving 
station. 

Mr. SHEepparD. That is not a very old building, is it? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir; it is an old building and they have a lot 
of heavy equipment and weights in there. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is that the building where they recover the silver? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparpb. That is in the main building? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sueprarp. What has caused the sinking on that property, 
excessive weight or insufficient foundations? 

_ Admiral Ciarx. I think this land is filled. The building founda- 
tions are going down and we have pictures, I think. 

Captain McKinney. They are temporary buildings. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the relationship of that building with the 
main building interoperationally? 

Admiral Ciarx. At this building they do two things. The main 
thing they do is interpret photographs for several activities of the 
Government, and if we may go off the record. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Off the record. 





198 


(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SuepparD. Captain, has this project been engineered and if so 
by whom, when, and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. This project was advance planned by John 
G. Leohler of Washington, D. C., in the past 6 months for $3,750. 


LAND ACQUISITIONS AND OpstrucTion Removat For F.Licur 
CLEARANCE, Navau Arr Srations, Various Locations 


Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item, land acquisition 
and obstruction removal for flight clearance, naval air stations, 
various locations, wherein you are requesting $23 million. 

You have supplied the committee with at breakdown list of each 
place, its geographical location, and the acreage involved. There 
is a total involvement of 10,840 acres to be acquired in fee and ease- 
ments to be procured on an estimated 95,520 acres, all of which re- 
solves itself in a total of $23 million. 

I understand, gentlemen, that you have some moving pictures that 
will give the committee a better clarification of your requirements 
than going into the detailed justifications. Is that correct? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparpb. Very well, you will proceed with your moving 
pictures. 

(Motion pictures with accompanying narration were shown to the 
committee.) 

Mr. SHepparp. The motion pictures were very interesting. 

We will next place in the record the breakdown of stations under 
the land acquisition requirement. 

(The matter referred to is as follows:) 
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NAS, Leh AMMO OMI oilii. Ci wigs 4cdbaas 2, 130 | 576, 000 

NA LE, Me a iid tn irs otto 6556 6% dee pees ah aeegneeiel GOA. canscacesne~- 301, 000 
NAS, Memphis, Tenn_.._..-__-__- RR ah a anatafan a Pared BOO Vwnacas ail 25, 000 
MCAE Wes ess ft 5S 55. ad. ee LLL | Sbb nen hand dete 1, 200 50, 000 
*NAS, Miramar, Calif. <4 dai alee dea ak ei 30 900 275, 000 

NAS, Moffett Field, Meee eee ide see Gee Pw. 2528. dete 3, 750, 000 
*MCAAS, Mojave, RA ifs's he tamiee s4detb bude 2, 300 205, 500 
NAS, Oceana, Va-..--- seh eMcsansna sey wateei ene anata com 100 2, 270 2, 045, 000 
‘NATC POMOMMMELe: hic os, eee -| 80 200 650, 000 

NAS, Pensacola, ee ited apis Sa aa al i 1, 000 419, 000 
NAMTC, Port Mugu, Calif._____ L An See Pao ee ewe raek dha tmeh coches 1, 560 106, 000 
NAAG, . Part BRO, Bin cps as <i 6 lnk ~opcts ce eech seca 280 1, 800 61, 600 
MCAF, Santa Ana, Calif_.----_-- - ; saiipelnties + edna 2, 710 171, 000 
NAAS, Saufley Field, Fla_...........---- acne eT. 1,000 2, 960 1, 269, 000 

NAB, We ee I WO Sa cn hoo ho. etme mnteneae 100 5, 560 253, 600 

i *OLF, Whitenoume b iems iee sel 1, 100 2, 500 679, 000 
a NAS, Whiting Field, Fla__...-.. 44 £45. shes cee. watacbiatie 870 4, 550 338, 000 
BY NAS, Willow Grove, Pa__-_...---- ato ets dud dan ete yet esa 200 392, 000 
™ “‘NAAS, Chase Field, Tex... ..-- nkagaadetabaanae sess bens ae sana 3, 040 111, 500 
ay NY A i aE oe erent panadabvawed< eae Del Sea eee 7, 280 268, 900 
3 OLFS, Pensacola, Fla. ---.------- Be FETs oo Disc ed aCe Capa meee! 18, 070 2, 134, 900 

Total. - ated gag ae a ; . 95, 520 



















Note.—The fields marked with an asterisk are fleet carrier aiding ginbdtde fields. 













Mr. Suepparp. This total land acquisition requirement is not in 
| any manner a part or parcel of the land acquisitions reviewed in 
' your budget prior to taking up this particular page or segment 
! thereof, is it? 
, 
; 






Admiral Russe. This is separate. 

Mr. SHepparp. Completely separate? 

Admiral RussEuu. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. Captain, I would like to address the following 
> question to you: Have all these land easements on this list been 
estimated or appraised? 

Captain McHenry. They have been estimated and I would like 
| Mr. Tiencken to go into detail as to the degree. 

4 Mr. Suepparp. I would like my question ‘answered by whoever here 










can answer it insofar as the projects on this list are concerned. 

| Mr. TrenckEN. The estimates have been prepared by the Bureau 
> of Yards and Docks based on preliminary appraisals obtained from 
local appraisers at each of the areas. Appraisals have been made in 
about 80 percent of the locations. 
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The appraisers were not aware of the various limitations which the 
Department of Defense and the Department of the Navy discussed 
and finally agreed upon in arriving at the items which would be put in 
the budget, so that the estimates of the appraisers were used by 
personnel in the Bureau of Yards and Docks to fit the specific limita- 
tions which tie Secretary of Defense gave us. 

Mr. SHepparpD. In other words, what you are telling us is that this 
is not a presentation literally of the results of the appraisers’ reports? 

Mr. Trencken. The appraisers, generally speaking, covered more 
territory. 

Mr. SHepparD. Do you mean more territory or more money? 

Mr. TrenckeNn. Both area and money. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, they did appraise larger land 
requirements than are reflected on this breakdown, and when their 
figures came in they also reflected greater and lesser amounts of 
money; or were they all greater? 

Mr. Trencken. Greater. The program was reduced. 

Mr. SuHepparp. That develops a very interesting situation. In the 
first place, you go out and employ loca] appraisers presumably to get 
persons conversant with land values in the particular area involved, 
and you pay them money for performing that service. Then when 

ou get the results of their appraisals, you bring them into the Wash- 
ington level and reduce the acreage requirement, which is your pre- 
rogative, and then second guess them as to cost? 
r. TIENCKEN. We used the figures they gave us, but reduced 
them to take care of the acreage. 

Mr. SHeprarp. In other words, you did not change the estimates, 
but you changed the land acreage which in turn reduced the cost? 

Mr. TrenckENn. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Still adhering to the original cost as appraised by 
the local appraisers? 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. 

Mr. SHeprarp. That clarifies your statement or my misconstruction 
of vour statement. 

What was the reason, after you had originally obtained your esti- 
mates, that you changed your mind as to the acreage requirement in 
the instances where the acreage has been lessened? 

Mr. Trencken. The Department of Defense reviewed this pro- 
gram and, based on the Air Force requirements, set the Navy Stand- 
ards to fit the Air Force’s standards. They did not want us to acquire 
as much land as we had proposed since the carrier approach program 
had been curtailed by the Department of Defense and we had origi- 
nally included it in the Navy’s program. 

Mr. Suepparp. If I interpret your statement correctly, the Navy 
had one concept of its clearance requirements for safety purposes and 
those who finally reviewed the issue had another concept which caused 
them to lessen it; is that correct? 

Mr. TirenckeNn. That is substantially correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. If it is only substantially correct, tell me what is 
wrong. 

Mr. Tiencken. The Navy’s program and the Air Force’s program 
on standard approach zones are substantially the same. The Navy 
has the added program for carrier approach which the Air Force 
does not have. The Secretary of Defense has limited us to the 
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standard approach zone plus the right to buy those rights and remove 
those physical obstructions which are in the carrier approach zone 
but not to include the entire area; only where there is an existing 
carrier approach obstruction. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. While you are not buying all the land to the 
right and left, you are accomplishing the same safety requirements 
or prerequisites by getting easements on the right and left sides of 
your approaches and eliminating any obstructions that might be in 
your way? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. TrENCKEN. We have the right if the obstruction is there now. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It occurs to me that we are spending a lot of money 
here for the purpose of safety, safety in landing and safety in take- 
off, not only as safety applies to the human equation involved but 
safety to the planes being flown by the pilots. It would seem to me 
that if you are going to do a safety job, it might be well to do it 
completely regardless of a procedure that another form of aviation 
might have conceived. I am not quarreling with their concept. It 
may cover their requirements satisfactorily; that I do not know; but 
it would occur to me from prior experience that it would have been 
cheaper and sounder to take no chances on placing yourselves in a 
position where later on you would have to spend greater sums to 
acquire the necessary acreage. It further occurs to me that the pres- 
ent formula indicates you might have to do that, that is, spend more 
money by going back later and improving the situation that should 
be taken in its entirety now. Is that a correct assumption on my 
part, gentlemen? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Trencken. The Secretary of Defense permitted us to come in 
this year with this as the first increment. He has referred the matter 
to a committee to investigate the entire approach clearance problem 
and when that committee has reported, he will probably adjust his 
sights accordingly. In any case, when we buy we will get sufficient 
rights to cover us in the future so that we will not have to buy from 
the same individual a second time. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I can only assume from that procedure that appar- 
ently we did not have the set of personalities we do now when the 
original plan was formulated, or we would have made the survey 
then instead of making it later. What I am trying to figure is why 
this hiatus. Your explanation covers it to a point, but not to my 
satisfaction. I am not criticizing your presentation, but we have 
been told time after time in the past that when you have to acquire 
land the economic thing to do is acquire it all at the first shot. 

Mr. TrenckeN. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. If that is the yardstick of experience in the past, 
I am wondering why we do not apply the yardstick of experience here 
instead of doing it in a piecemeal manner. I understand your presen- 
tation, but that does not justify it in my mind. 

What was the total reduction on account of the procedure that 
you have just testified to? 

Admiral CLiark. We originally requested clearances on 40 fields 
and on review they were reduced to 19. 
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Mr. Hanasury. We went from $41 million down to $23 million. 

Admiral Russet. Of these 40 fields in which we are requesting 
land or navigation easements only 19 are specified for carrier landing 
practice. 

Mr. SuerparpD. When the record comes down to you I want you 
to indicate on this list the fields that are in that carrier landing category 
as compared to the others, will you please? 

Admiral Russeuu. Yes, sir. The fields marked with an asterisk 
in the list on page 537 are fleet carrier landing practice fields. 

Mr. SHerparp. On any one of these bases what would you consider 
would be the amount of practice landings per day, and when I say 
per day I will cover that in two shifts, daylight and darkness, and 
would like an estimate of both, picking out your field of greatest 
number and smallest number. 

Admiral Russe.iu. We are asking for 10 Navy fleet support CLP 
fields, 5 on each coast; 4 Marine fleet support CLP fields, 2 on the 
west coast, 2 on the east coast; 4 advanced training command fields 
in the Louisiana-Texas area; and one research and development field 
for carrier landing practice for carrier suitability test at Patuxent 
River. 


If you like I can provide a statement for the record in which this 
is summarized. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. On all these fields? 


Admiral Russe.u. Giving the reason, the hours to be flown, and 
pilots assigned to each. 


Mr. Suepparp. I think it would be well if you did that at this 
point in the record so that we can have this clarified. 
(The followimg information was submitted for the record:) 


Fretp CARRIER LANDING PRACTICE 


The question was raised, ‘Why does the Navy need so many airfields cleared 
for carrier landing practice?” 

We are requesting appropriation for clearance for field carrier landing practice 
for 19 of the 39 fields included in this program. 

These 19 fields, urgently required, fall into categories as follows: 10 Navy fleet 
support CLP fields, 5 on each coast; 4 Marine fleet support CLP fields, 2 on the 
west coast, 2 on the east coast; 4 advanced training command fields in the 
Louisiana-Texas area; 1 research and development FCLP for carrier suitability 
test at Patuxent River. 

Let me take a typical example of the requirement for field carrier landing prac- 
tice at a place which is a major center for fleet aviation, namely the Norfolk- 
Oceana complex. This complex bears the load of training up of air groups for a 
large segment of the Atlantic Fleet. Here the air groups in succession spend 
approximately 6 months training up for their deployments at sea. This places 
an approximately constant load of 300 attack carrier air group pilots who require 
refresher field carrier landing practice. This varies from the full training in 
A/C type in the case of a new pilot of some 8 landings in 20 periods, on down to 
second cruise pilots who may require considerably less than that. 

The foregoing requires the full day usage of a field for 240 days per year. So 
far I have spoken only of the attack carrier pilots; there are some 155 antisub- 
marine pilots who require the usage of a field for 70 days per year, This gives us 
a rough total of 310 working days per field. 

Now, in the Norfolk area, certain days are lost during a calendar year as follows. 
46 bad weather, with additional 12 partial bad days. We lose 11 days in the ac- 
cumulated total because of aircraft nonavailability to carry out schedule; 36 days 
are accounted for by unfavorable wind; 36 days are lost due to gaps in schedules 
because of shipboard work and for other reasons; 84 days are Saturdays, Sundays, 
and holidays, but even a quarter-of these days are used for field carrier landing 
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practice, To summarize, a total of 535 landing-praectice days are required in 
this area. To satisfy that requirement, the clearance and protection of two 
carrier landing practice fields are requested in this program, namely, Fentress 
and Chincoteague. 

A similar analysis of night carrier landing practice requirements shows a need 
for 340 nights. Here again, to satisfy this requirement, we asked for Fentress 
and Chincoteague clearance. A similar analysis may be made for the Jackson- 
ville-Cecil area. Here the weather factor is more favorable but the pilot load is 
greater. 

Approximately 605 attack carrier pilots plus 234 special-unit pilots (photo- 
graphic night fighters) are in training constantly in this area. Accordingly, 3 
carrier landing practice fields, Cecil, Whitehouse, and Mayport, are requested. 

It should be pointed out that these carrier landing practice fields are used 
also for other purposes although their use is intensive for the purpose we have 
explained. 

Support, fleet aviation on the west coast, the greatest concentration is in the 
San Diego-Miramar complex, where we are asking for carrier landing practice 
field clearance for Miramar, Brown Field, and El Centro, and 2 fields in the 
Alameda-Moffett area, where there is a lighter concentration of fleet aviation. 
These fields are Crows Landing and Fallon. 

I have explained the need for 10 Navy fleet support carrier landing practice 
fields, 5 on each coast. 

In the case of the Marine Corps complexes, we are requesting two carrier prac- 
tice landing fields on each coast, Edenton for the Cherry Point complex and 
Beaufort for the Beaufort complex. On the west coast, El Toro and Mojave for 
the El Toro complex. These are not considered sufficient. entirely in view of the 
fact that there are about 450 pilots in each of the 3 Marine air wings to be carrier 
qualified. We shall probably return to you in the future for two carrier landing 
practice fields on the east coast. 

Four carrier landing practice fields are requested in the Advanced Training 
Command. These are required for the prosecution of our jet pilot training 
program, 

The one final carrier landing practice field is the Bureau of \eronautics Naval 
Air Test Center, Patuxent Piver, where all naval carrier aircraft go through 
carrier suitability tests prior to acceptance by the Navy for production. Field 
carrier landings are an important part of the carrier suitability tests of our new 
aircraft at this station. 

I should like to say finally that, as our country grows, we can look to ever- 
increasing difficulties in securing these essential clearance features around our 
airfields. It is most urgent that we act now to protect our investment of some 
1.5 billions of dollars in our naval airfields throughout the country which are 
included in this program, to the end that our fleet aviators may have the essential 
room in which to train, and that we of the Navy will have facilities in being from 
which to expand in time of national emergency. 


AvtiaTIONn FactniTtes—OVvERSEAS 
NAVAL Arr Sration, AGANA, Guam, Marranas ISLANDS 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up “Public works construction, avia- 
tion facilities, overseas,’ and the first item is reflected as the naval 
air station, Agana, Guam, Marianas Islands, wherein you are request- 
ing a total of $6,525,000, and this amount is made up of 5 items, 
taxiway, operating areas and parking areas; bachelor officers’ quarters; 
utilities and roads; operations building and control tower; and main- 
tenance and repair hangar. I note at this installation the plant value 
is $13,517,988; funded construction not in plant value, $9,767,048; 
existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authoriza- 
tion, $6,525,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $6,525,000; and 
the estimated future appropriation required, $35,188,000. 

Will you present your requirements and your justifications, please? 
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Captain McKinney. Mr. Chairman, item 1 is for the taxiway, 
operating areas, and parking areas. The south station operating 
area has not sufficient parking area for assigned aircraft and transient 
aircraft utilizing the field. At the present time the air station is 
constructed so that the south limit is on'the bank and it is necessary 
to move them over to the north side of this field. A good many of 
the items involved in this project are related to transferring some of 
the activities over to the other side of the field. 

Mr. Suepparp. While you are transferring the activities from south 
to north, what are you going to do with the facilities presently on the 
south side? 

Captain McKinney. They will be utilized, sir. 


Mr. SHepparpD. What purposes are you going to use them for if | 


you are going to construct like facilities on the north side? 

Captain McKinney. This is related to the expanded facilities. 

Admiral Crark. I believe Mr. Hanabury has been to Guam and 
can answer that. 

Mr. Hanasoury. This is to continue the movement from the north 
to the south side. In the Jelley housing program authorized a couple 
years most of our Jelley housing on Guam was on the north side 
of the field. We have since gotten money for housing and messing 
facilities on the south side of the field. This is to continue that 
program. The bachelor officers’ quarters will be located on the old 
site of the field. This is merely to continue the buildup on Guam 
with permanent type construction. 

Mr. SHepparD. Does the same explanation carry for your bachelor 
officers’ quarters? 

Mr. Hawnasury. Yes, sir; this is an increment. 

Captain McKinney. There are currently 40 permanent bachelor 
officers’ quarters rooms at the naval air station at Agana. The other 
officers are billeted in old quonsets which are unsafe in high winds 
common to this area. Of 346 officers assigned, 154 occupy married 
officers’ quarters, leaving a BOQ requirement of 192. This item pro- 
vides 76 BOQ rooms which with the 40 existing will provide perma- 
nent quarters for all officers through double bunking of junior officers. 
Without this item officers must continue to live in substandard 
quarters unsafe in high wind and typhoon conditions. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is utilities and roads. 

Mr. SHepparp. For which you are requesting $1,072,000? 

Captain McKinney. Yes. 

Mr. Hanasury. That is going into practically virgin territory. 

Captain McHenry. Additional roads and walks, power lines, 
telephone lines, water lines, and sewer lines are required in order to 
utilize the new operating area on the south side of the field and to 
provide necessary connections and tie-ins for new housing to the main 
utilities and road systems. Failure to provide these facilities will 
prevent full use of the housing area of the new operations area. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is the second increment of the 
operations building and control tower. 

The first increment of the operations building and control tower 
nearing completion will not provide complete facilities for the opera- 
tions department of the air station. This item will provide for the 
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completion of this building. Failure to provide these facilities will 
force a split in the operations department between the north and south 
sides of the field which is inimical to effective functioning of this 
department. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice you have a requirement for a maintenance 

and repair hangar for which you are requesting $1,800,000. What 
type of hangar will you build costing that much? 
“Mr. Hanasury. This will have a 150-foot span, a standard air- 
craft hangar. We have no hangar at the naval air station at Agana 
for the maintenance of aircraft and the four nose hangars on the 
north side do not afford protection for aircraft and personnel from 
the weather. 

Mr. SHepparD. Has this project been engineered, Captain, and if 
so, when, by whom, and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. All items have been engineered by the Mar- 
ianas area public works officer within the past year at Government 
expense. 


Unitep States Nava Station, ARGENTIA, NEWFOUNDLAND 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item “United States naval 
station, Argentia, Newfoundland,’ wherein you are making a request 
for $8,589,800, comprised of 2 subsidiary requirements, aircraft opera- 
tions building and family housing for 24 senior officers, 69 junior 
officers, and 270 enlisted. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $49,103,961; funded 
construction not in plant value, $27,854,535; existing unfunded 
authorization, $1,016,623; the proposed 1956 authorization, $8,589,- 
800; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $8,589,800; and the estimated 
future appropriation required, $25,935,000. 

Make your presentation for this requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. Item 1 “Operations building and control 
tower and crash facilities,” is the standard operations building. As 
you know, this particular station is carrying out a classified mission. 

The present building includes provision for crash crews, not nor- 
mally housed in the operations building. This building violates 
BuAer flight safety criteria with respect to two runways, and is of 
temporary construction subject to high maintenance in order to keep 
it habitable. This item provides a standard operations building and 
a crash truck building located in consonance with flight safety criteria. 

The family housing item is for a total of $7,515,800 for 300 family 
housing units urgently required to partially alleviate the shortage of 
~ units of family housing for personnel assigned to this isolated 
ocation. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see you reflect a unit cost for the senior officer 
field grade requirement of $35,000, and junior officer, company grade, 
of $27,360. What is the unit cost for the enlisted people? That is not 
reflected here. The total is, but the unit cost is not reflected. 

Captain McFartuanp. It is $23,130. That is $12,850 times the cost 
factor of 1.8. 

Mr. SHepparD. Has this requirement been engineered; if so, by 
whom, at what time and cost? 

Captain McHenry. With the exception of the housing, the other 
projects have been advance planned by Clark, Buhr & Nexsen of 
Norfolk, Va., within the past year at a cost of $60,000. 
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Nava Arr Sration, AtsuGi, JAPAN 


Mr. SHepparp. If there are no further questions, pick up the next 
item reflected as “Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan,” wherein you 
are asking for a total of $1,978,800, comprised of 2 requirements, to wit, 
bachelor officers’ quarters and family. housing for 7 senior officers, 23 
junior officers and 60 enlisted. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $290,142; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $3,282,701; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,978,800; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $1,978,800; and the estimated future appropria- 
‘tion required, $9,154,000. 

Present your justification for this requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. The bachelor officers’ quarters for which we 
are requesting $464,000 is to overcome the overload at this station. 
The present BOQ capacity is 283 rooms. The average load on this 
building has been 459 with a peak of 594. 

This is an isolated station and it is necessary to have quarters on 
the station for the bachelor officers’ quarters. 

The next item is family housing for 90 units, for which the request 
is $1,514,800. Currently a deficiency exists for 100 Marine officers’ 
quarters and 201 Marine enlisted quarters for support of personne! 
assigned to this station. No Navy public quarters exist on this 
station at the present time. 

Mr. SHepparp. I notice the senior officers’ quarters reflect a unit 
cost of $24,300, whereas in the previous requirement at Argentia it 
was $35,000; and for junior officers’ quarters this reflects a cost of 
$18,240, yet for the same thing at Argentia, Newfoundland, it was 
$27,360. In other words, there is a peculiarity of mathematics here— 
$24,300 against $35,000, and then we go in reverse with $18,240 as 
against $27,360. 

Admiral Ciark. The cost factor at Argentia is 1.8 and, at Japan, 
it is 1.2. So everything is more expensive at Argentia. 

Mr. SHepparD. Captain, has this been engineered; if so, by whom, 
when, and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. This project has been advance planned by the 
officer in charge of construction for the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
Japan, during the past year at Government expense. 


Nava Station, Bermupa, British West INpiEs 


Mr. Suepparb. Pick up the next item ‘‘Naval Station, Bermuda,” 
wherein you are requesting $91,000 to replace nose hangar. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $30,680,187; funded 
construction not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $91,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $91,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $10,527,000. 

Present your justification for this item, please. 

Captain McKinney. The present nose hangar has been con- 
demned as unsafe and does not provide sufficient clearance to per- 
mit working on P5M aircraft. A new one is required to perform 
routine maintenance checks so that the main hangar can be used for 
more extensive maintenance, This provides a replacement nose 
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hangar with sufficient clearance for present aircraft. Lack of a nose 
hangar will seriously delay maintenance of aircraft with a loss of 
av ailability of aircraft for prescribed missions. 

Mr. SHepparD. Captain, has advance planning been done; if so, 
by whom, what was the time and cost? 

Captain McHenry. The project was advance planned by Richard 
Struckman & Neuman of Miami, Fla., within the past 6 months, for 
$750. 


NavaL Arr Faciuiry, Cusi Point, Puivippinr ISLANpDs 


Mr. SHEPPARD. The next item is ‘Naval Air Facility, Cubi Point, 
Philippine Islands,”’ wherein you are making a request for $8,489,000. 
The total request comprises 12 other expenditure requirements broken 
down in the justifications before us. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, $39,548,000; existing unfunded authorization, 

$229,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $8,260,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $8,489,000; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $31,891,000. 

Make your presentation for this requirement, addressing yourself 
particularly to the item “Airfield development” in the sum of $2 
million and, after that, to the item ‘‘Aircraft parking area’”’ in the sum 
of $1,585,000. 

Captain McKinney. As you probably know, this is a new station 
which is under construction and proposed for activation in fiscal year 
1956. For the airfield development, previous appropriations were not 
sufficient to accomplish the necessary grading and paving because of 
the terrain and land difficulties they have run into out there in 
construction. 

Perhaps Captain McHenry can go into the detail a little more as to 
the construction difficulties. 

Mr. SHepparp. Why did you run out of money if it was adequately 
and properly engineered? 

Captain McHenry. I would like to call on Commander Maley. 
Your question deals with the cost of the work at Cubi Point? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is correct. In other words, we ran into a 
deficiency, did we not, on the job? 

Commander MAutey. Yes, sir.. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. My question was what was the cause of the de- 
ficiency if it was adequately engineered in the first instance? 

Commander Ma ry. It was initially planned to accomplish the 
construction at Cubi Point with military personnel—Seabees. It 
developed, as the job progressed, that the Seabee personnel could not 
be kept available to complete the work and that has been the major 
factor in the increased cost. We have had to go to contract operations 
in lieu of the Seabee work. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How much was originally appropriated for the job? 

Commander Matey. I will have to supply that for the record. 

(The following information was submitted later:) 

Fiseal year 1953, $20,173,000. 
Fiseal year 1954 authorization, $5,654,000 (funded from savings). 
Mr. SHepparp. Who did the engineering, if your records reflect it? 
Captain McHenry. For this project? 
64997—55——14 
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Mr. Suepparp. For this project, a deficiency was created be- 
cause of lack of Seabees which caused the contractual function you 
had to effect, plus the fact of the deficiency in engineering that showed 
up. Who was responsible for that discrepancy? 

Captain McHenry. I do not think there is any engineering dis- 
crepancy. There has been a change in the type of operation. The 
Seabee personnel that first entered into the cost picture of the work 
were not available, within their commitments, to do this in the time 
required; therefore, it had to be changed to a contract operation, 
which is more costly, in order to accomplish it in the required time. 

Mr. SHerparp. There was no change in the construction formula 
or facilities laid down? 

Captain McHenry. No, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. It followed the original concept and the deficiency 
was strictly due to the lack of Seabees to do the job? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir; and independent engineering was 
performed by Bechtel Corp. at an estimated cost of $50,000. 

Mr. SHepparpD. When you get down to your office, I wish you would 
take a look at that particular operation and see if you want to correct 
your answer as to the engineering aspect. 

Captain McHenry. Very well. 

Captain McKinney. Now you asked for the aircraft parking area. 

Mr. SHepparpD. You have $1,585,000 for that. 

Captain McKinney. This is to provide a parking area for assigned 
aircraft and disbursal areas. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is this a new project, or is this a workover? 

Captain McKinney. This is reality a first increment, representing 
an existing need for 363,000 square yards of parking area. 108,600 
square yards have been provided and this item is for 121,000 square 

ards. An additional 134,000 square yards will be included in future 
budiesta. The following are the remaining line items in our request 
for this station: 


Item 1. Hangar, $523,000.—Previous appropriations were not sufficient to con- 
struct the hangar lean-to due to abnormal costs to repair construetion equipment 
and the loss of the experienced Seabee personnel counted on in original estimates. 
Replacement of these personnel delayed construction and raised construction 
costs. This item provides funds to complete the planned hangar. The hangar 
is required for the shop area to perform aircraft maintenance. 

Item 2. Enlisted barracks, $409,000.—Previous appropriations were not suffi- 
cient to construct the authorized barracks due to the same causes as in the case 
of the maintenance hangar. This item provides funds necessary to construct 
the last of the 172-man barracks buildings previously authorized. No barracks 
are available at the station for planned EM assignment. 

Item 3. Communications and electronics, collateral (2d increment), $235,000.— 
Previous appropriations were not sufficient to procure the electronies collateral 
due to the same reasons outlined for the hangar. This item provides funds 
necessary to complete procurement of the required communications and elec- 
tronics collateral, 

Item 4. Sewage disposal system (3d increment), $90,000.—Funds provided for 
the present sewage disposal system are not sufficient to provide for development 
of the areas included in this year’s program. This item will provide for sewage 
development in support of the fiscal year 1956 program for this station. Failure 
to provide these funds will mean that no sewage disposal facilities will be available 
for any buildings constructed as a result of this year’s programs. 

Item 6. Roads, bridges, and drainage, $830,000.—Previous appropriations were 
not sufficient to construct the roads, bridges and drains due to the same reasons 
outlined for the hangar. This item provides funds necessary to complete these 
systems for this station. 
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Item 7. Armory, $61,000.—There is a permanent requirement to provide 
<torage for small arms and small-arms ammunition and belting of such ammuni- 
tion. No facilities existing can provide for this requirement. Lack of this 
facility will prohibit storage of required small-arms ammunition and _ belting of 
such ammunition for operational missions emanating from this station. 

Item 8. High-speed jet refueling system, $823,000.—To handle refueling of jet air- 
craft operating from this station requires greater capacity than is available from 
refueling trucks. Four high-speed refueling stations are required for the one air 
group which is assigned to this activity. Provision of these stations will mean that 
full operational use can be made of aircraft assigned to this station. 

Item 9. Recreation building, $769,000.—There are no indoor recreation or 
atheletics facilities available at this location for service personnel or their depend- 
ents. Provision of off-duty recreation is necessary to the maintenance of high 
morale of personnel assigned to isolated locations. Recreation facilities are 
urgently required for morale purposes. 

Item 10. Aircraft parking area, $1,585,000.—To provide for parking area of 
assigned aircraft and dispersal areas required as a passive defense measure in this 
sensitive area 363,600 square yards of aircraft parking area are required at this 
station. One hundred and eight thousand six hundred square yards have been 
provided with funds from previous years’ appropriations. Two hundred and 
fifty-five thousand square yards are still required. This item provides for 
121,000 square yards. The aditional 134,000 square yards will be ineluded in 
the fiscal year 1957 budget request. 

Item 11. Seadrome dredging, $935,000.—Previously funded seadrome dredging 
is insufficient. First, the original hydrographic information was incomplete and 
more dredging is required to secure required depth and, second, the borrow expected 
from original dredging was insufficient for required fill due to the consistency of 
the dredged material. This item provides for 935,000 cubic yards of dredging to 
meet this requirement. 

Item 12. Fire station, $229,000.—Public Law 534, 83d Congress, authorized 
the first increment of a one-company fire station for NAS Cubi Point. This was 
deferred when appropriations fell short of authorization. A two-company fire sta- 
tion is required at NAS Cubi Point in accordance with fire prevention and safety 
standards because of the extent of buildings located here. None exists. Funds 
to.eover the previous authorization will cover eonstruction of this required: item. 
Valuable fire-fighting equipment is exposed to the ravages of this hot and humid 
climate. Operation of the fire department is hampered due to lack of berthing 
space for equipment. 


Nava Arr Station, GuANTANAMO Bay, CuBA 


Mr. SHEPPARD. If there are no further questions, pick up the next 
item reflected as ‘Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba,”’ 
where you are asking for $2,977,300, comprised of requirements for 
an enlisted men’s swimming pool, water supply, jet fuel ready issue 
tanks and pipeline, and family housing for 2 junior officers and 25 
enlisted. Those subdivisions create a total of $2,977,300. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $18,300,892; funded 
construction not in plant value, $784,721; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,977,300; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,977,300; and the estimated future 
appropriation required $16,491,000. 

Present your requirement of cost for the water supply and tell us 
what you are going to do there to the extent of $1,050,000. 

Captain McKinney. The present water supply is inadequate and 
provides only a 2-day supply, and it is necessary to barge water 
from the main station to Leeward Point and transfer it to a 500,000- 
gallon storage tank. Three barges are used, which are old and subject 
to constant repair. 

By construction of this project, $62,000 can be saved annually in 
this water supply system. 

Other items included in this request are: 
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Item 1. Enlisted men’s swimming pool, $208,000.—No swimming pools exist at 
the Leeward Point Field for survival training, physical conditioning, and recrea. 
tion of assigned personnel. Many hours available for training are lost by the 
requirement of transporting personnel to McCalla Field for this training. 

Item 3. Jet fuel ready issue tanks and pipeline, $1,227,000.—A fuel pipeline is 
required from MeCalla Field to Leeward Point to eliminate the costly barge 
operation presently required to transport fuel between these points. This item 
provides for this pipeline. Failure to provide these funds will force continuation 
of the present costly barge transport system. 


Item 4.—Family housing 


Number Amount 





(a) Junior officer (company grade).1,125 square feet (average) -......-...----- 2 $42, 560 
(6) Enlisted quarters, 950 square feet (average) - --...-.....-------.---------- 25 449, 740 





Dates ri sith 3 BP RELA CABREL Se le 27 492, 300 


At the present time 4 officers and 40 enlisted men are separated from their 
families due to the lack of quarters at this station. In addition, 3 officers and 
53 enlisted men’s families are living in substandard public quarters and rental! 
units which are substandard and in need of replacement. 


Mr. Suepparp. Have these items been advance planned Captain 
McHenry? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir; as follows: 

Swimming pool by the public works officer of the 10th Naval 
District. 

Water supply—Buck, Serfert & Yost, San Juan, Puerto Rico, $5,000 
estimated. 

Jet fuel facilities—Maurice Connell, Miami, Fla., $6,000 estimated. 

Family housing on the basis of criteria furnished by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

Navau Arr Faciuity, IWAKuNI, JAPAN 


Mr. SuepparD. The next item is the ‘‘Naval air facility, Iwakuni, 
Japan,’’ reflecting a request for $975,000, comprised of barracks an 
mess for enlisted, and bachelor officers’ quarters. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $853,000; funded 
construction not in plant value, $871,482; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $975,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $975,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $3,243,000. 

Make your presentation for that requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. The planned loading at this naval air facility 
is 2,900 enlisted personnel. The present barracks and messing 
capacity is 2,400. This proposed item will supply the deficiency 
presently existing at that station. 

Mr. SuHepparp. | know the Navy in the past has fed their people 
in relays, but I did not know you were sleeping them in relays. 

Captain McKinney. The overflow has been forced to live in tents 
and eat in shifts, thereby extending the feeding hours through most of 
the day. 

Mr. Suepparp. Captain McKinney, will you proceed with the next 
item, please? . 

Captain McKinney. The next item is a bachelor officers’ quarters 
for $300,000. 
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Present officer strength of naval air facility, Iwakuni, is 360. 
Present bachelor officers’ quarters design capacity is 112. All officers 
are double-bunked with the balance living in tents. This provides 
two 56-man bachelor officers’ quarters, bringing design capacity up 
to 224. Housing of all officer personnel will be accomplished by 
double bunking where necessary. Suitable bachelor officers’ quarters 
space is a vital necessity in maintaining high morale among officers’ 
stations at locations such as this. 

Mr. SHepPpArD. Captain, has this project been engineered; if so, 
by whom, when and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. It was engineered by the Officer-in-Charge of 
Yards and Docks in charge of contracting in Japan within the past 
vear at Government expense. 


MARINE Corps Arr STATION AT KANEOHE Bay, Hawar 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item ‘‘Marine Corps Air Station 
at Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii,’ wherein you are asking for a total of 
$3,227,600 comprised of taxiway extension, high-speed jet refueling 
system, and family housing for 3 senior officers, 7 junior officers, and 
45 enlisted. 

I note at this installation the plant velue is $44,912,598; funded 
construction not in plant value, $15,656,728; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,227,600; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $3,227,600; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $25,009,000. 

Make your presentation for this requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. The taxiway extension that is required for 
full use of the main runway is 1,800 feet shorter than the runway. 
This prevents full use of the runway when aircraft require over 5,970 
feet for a landing and ties up the runway until the landed aircraft 
can taxi back and off of the runway. This extension is necessary to 
alleviate this condition. 

Mr. SHepparD. Do you have any properties in the extension of 
this runway that are involved population-wise? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. This is on the beach at Hawaii and 
on the island of Oahu, about 12 miles northeast of Honolulu. 

Mr. ANpREws. You already own the property? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Captain McKinney, present your requirement for 
the next item, please. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is a high-speed jet-refueling 
system for $574,000. 

One hundred jet aircraft are assigned to MCAS, Kaneohe. Bu Aer 
criteria requires 4 high-speed refueling stations to enable rapid refuel- 
ing of the number of jet aircraft assigned for operational missions. 
No such stations currently exist. This item will provide for 2 stations 
with the remaining 2 to be provided in the fiscal year 1957 public- 
works program. 

The next item is for family housing for $1,192,600, as follows: 
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Number Amount 
ary rennin ds Uo eaiah natmenign ce poked 3 $97, 29 
(6) Junior officer (company. grade) .............-----..----..----------.------ 7 170, 2% 
(c) Enlisted 060 square feet (average) ..............--.-.-----------44----8-- 45 925, 200 
I Satelit Ses cstrirail onasihn ali citealenla itt ahh ute silehiesiin alin cinin in deadiacads 55 ~ 1,192, 


Present housing facilities are inadequate to meet the needs of personnel assigned 
to this station. The current housing shortage will be further complicated by the 
recent assignment of a Marine regimental combat team to this station. 

Mr. SHepparp. Captain McKinney, what is the status of the 
engineering on these projects? 

Captain McKinney. The taxiway extension and the fueling sta- 
tions were done by the public works officer of the 10th Naval District. 
The housing is in the same status as our other housing projects. 


Nava Sration, Koprakx, ALASKA 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item, “Naval station, Kodiak, 
Alaska,’’ for family housing wherein you are asking for 3 senior officer 
quarters, 12 junior officer, and 65 enlisted, for a total of $2,613,100. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $43,366,000; funded 
construction not in plant value, $6,200,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,613,100; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,613,100; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $24,283,000. 

This seems like a pretty heavy figure for that amount of housing; 
what is your justification? 

Captain McKinney. At the present time, 50 officers and 100 
enlisted personnel at this station are separated from their families due 
to the lack of adequate quarters at a reasonable cost. 

I would like to have Captain McHenry go into the unit cost of these 
things at Kodiak. 

Captain McHenry. The cost factor at Kodiak, Alaska, is 2.5 times 
stateside cost. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has this been engineered; if so, by whom, when, 
and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. The housing has been estimated from criteria 
established by the Department of Defense the same as the other hous- 
ing items. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Would you say that is subject to the usual 5- to 
10-percent variation? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. 

Captain McFar.anp. This is subject to the same percentage varia- 
tions as the other. 

Mr. Suerrarp. In fact, that same question and answer would apply 
to all of them that have been formulated upon the same criteria? 

Captain McFaruanp. That is correct. We still have a $35,000 
maximum and 10-percent variation on the other items. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 
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NAVAL STATION, KwWAJALEIN, MARSHALL ISLANDS 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item, ‘Naval station, Kwajalein, 
Marshall Islands,” wherein you are making a request for $4,411,000 
composed of transmitter facilities, ammunition magazines, and 
transient bibleting. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $21,953,667; funded 
construction not in plant value, $3,375,333; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $4,411,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $4,411,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $12,744,000. 

I wish you would address yourself to the transmitter facilities for 
$3,318,000. 

Captain McKinney. It is proposed to construct a new transmitter 
building with antenna on an island which is 3 miles from Kwajalein 
Island proper. The transmitter equipment at the naval station is 
located in quonset huts which are not weatherproofed. Equipment 
which normally lasts from 9 to 10 years must be replaced in 3 years, 
which not only raises the maintenance cost, but interferes with the 
reliability of the equipment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is this item predicated upon the same expansion 
program as those we have heretofore inquired into? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. Kwajalein Islands have a facility 
to support the regular operation of transport aircraft and to provide 
support for incidental vessels. 

Mr. SuepparpD. In this instance, what are the collaterals to the 
extent of the $91,000 item? 

Admiral Ciark. That is the radio equipment that goes into the 
transmitter facility. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Osrrertac. The property involved in this station amounts to 
5,248 acres. Is that on Kwajalein Island? 

Captain McKinney. The main island is 3 miles long by about 
half a mile wide. It is really a group of islands. 

Mr. Ostertac. Marshall Islands? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Ciark. I think there should be a decimal point there. I 
think Mr. Ostertag has picked out a typographical error, and that 
acreage should be 524.8. 

Mr. OstertaG. 524 instead of 5,248? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrertac. It seems to be considerable acreage to me in 
light of the size of this island, and I just wondered if any property 
existed there outside of that owned by the Navy. In other words, 
the record should show that the present ownership is 524.8 acres. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. And there is no acquisition involved? 

Captain McKinney. No, sir. 

Mr. Ostertag. And this project is only part of an estimated future 
ae of some $12 million out of a total value of $21,953,000 as of 
today? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Proceed with your other requirements, Captain. 

Captain McKinney. We have two other items. 
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Item 2. Ammunition magazines, $288.000.—There is a requirement for storage 
of high explosive ammunition at naval station, Kwajalein. No facilities exist 
which can be used for this purpose. This item covers the construction of four 
HE magazines and a fuse and detonator magazine to meet this requirement, 

Item 3. Transient billeting, $805,000.—Naval station Kwajalein, has an average 
load of 40 transient officers per night, with transient enlisted personnel approxi- 
mating twice this figure. Peak loads are approximately double these numbers, 
Present buildings are deteriorated quonset huts which are crowded and insanitary 
with outside head facilities and are unsafe in high winds frequently encountered on 
the island. This item provides for 25 BOQ type rooms for transient officers on 
the basis of naval cadet type quarters and a 100-man dormitory for enlisted per- 
sonnel. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Captain McHenry, have these items been engi: 
neered, and if so, by whom, when, and at what cost. 

Captain McHenry. All items were planned by the district public 
works officer of the 14th Naval District at Government expense and 
within the last year. 


Nava Station, Mipway IsSLanpD 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item reflected as ‘‘Naval station, 
Midway Island,’ wherein you are asking for $1,518,000 composed of 
transmitter facilities and air operation service ramp. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $17,415,865; funded 
construction not in plant value, $1,048,414; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,518,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $1,518,000; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $19,153,000. 

The transmitter facilities are indicated as being $1,153,000, which 
is the major portion of your request. 

Present the justification for that requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. With regard to the transmitter facility, the 
present equipment is located in unweatherproof quonset huts. Equip- 
ment normally lasting 9 to 10 years must be replaced in about 3 and 
not only raises the maintenance cost, but affects the reliability of the 
transmitter equipment. 

This facility is to provide a weatherproof structure capable of 
housing and permitting transmitter air operation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the utilities involved? Is that merely 
a transfer of utilities from one geographical area to another, or just 
what are the utilities to the tune of $81,000 that is required? 

Captain McKinney. The utilities include brakish water, distilled 
water, power, telephone, communications and sanitary facilities. 

Mr. SuHepparp. I notice ‘collateral furnishings.”” What do you 
mean by furnishings? 

Captain McKinney. They include 22 pieces of electronic equip- 
ment and the installation of 364,000 nontechnical furnishings. 

Mr. SHepparpD. In other words, these furnishings should be inter- 
preted as devices and not as furniture? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Let us proceed to the next item. 

Captain McKinney. The next item is an air operation service ramp, 
$365,000. The present ramp is unusable due to the inability to handle 
the wheel loading of heavy aircraft which utilize this field. This item 
provides for a 10-inch thick concrete service ramp 400 feet by 600 feet, 
adequate in size to handle heavy aircraft. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Captain McHenry, have these items been advance 
planned? - 

Captain, McHenry. Yes, sir. Both items were handled by the 
district public works officer of the 14th Naval District at Government 
expense. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Ostertaa. Is this site of 1,282 acres correct, Admiral, or should 
it be 128 acres? 

Mr. Hanasury. That is 1,276 acres. There are two islands there, 
Sand Island and East Island. 

Mr. OstertaG. What is the significance of the reduction in person- 
nel construction? I note in your justification that the planned con- 
struction for enlisted men will be reduced from 813 to 491 and for 
civilian from 340 to 15; yet the number of aircraft operation of the 
present ‘two is going to be increased to 30 enlisted and 5 civilian. 
Will someone explain the general nature of this operation? 

Captain Dawson. We are reducing the station to just a transport 
stop for the transport planes going across Midway. This is for the 
aviation end of it. That is where the big decrease in personnel comes. 

Admiral Ciarx. The number of communications people will stay 
stable. You notice we are asking for a transmitter, but the number of 
aviation people will be reduced. 

Mr. OsrertTAG. In other words, the main purpose of the operation 
will be a transport station and communication center. 

Captain Dawson. A transport stop and communication. 

Mr. OsrertaG. Is that the reason for the planned program of $19 
million additional expenditures over and above the present value of 
$17 million? 

Captain Dawson. I will have to check the record, but it is the 
eventual replacement of existing World War II buildings. 

Mr. OsrertaG. This provides logistic support for the fleet, too. 

Captain McKinney. The ships come in there and refuel. 

Mr. Hanasury. That sum is for the replacement of most of the 
World War II construction type structures. If we stay in there, we 
are going to have to phase in items to replace everything on the station. 
The transmitter program is the most crying, critical need; that is 
why it is in the program this year. 

Mr. Osrertac. The major criterion would be for the replacement 
of the buildings for the transmitter facilities and the like. That 
constitutes the $19 million in the planned program; is that correct? 

Mr. Hanasury. No, sir; the reconstruction of runways and taxi- 
ways. There has to be a lighting system; brackish water distribu- 
tion system; naval barracks, and so forth, and in effect to replace all 
of the living facilities. 

Mr. OstertaG. The runways are going to be increased because of 
the contemplated use by transport planes; is that correct? 

Mr. Hanasury. No; we would not have any direct requirement 
for increasing the length of the runway, but merely repaving. The 
longest runway there is 7,900 feet, and I do not think we would 
extend «it. 

Mr. Osrertac. What is the planned program—not indicated in 
this justification, which is $1,500,000, but the estimated future appro- 
priations required, listed as $19,153,000? What are the major items 
involved in your future requirements? 
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Mr. Hanasury. Those are the ones I just read. 

Admiral Ciark. The replacement of temporary buildings. 
Mr. Ostertaa. Replacement of practically all of your facility? 
Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. 


Fuirer Arrcrarr Service SquaprRoNn 77, Naptss, ITaty 


Mr. SuHepparp. Pick up the next item for Naples, Italy, where -you 
are asking for $155,000, comprised of storage building, crash-crew 
garage and ready bunk room, $112,000 in the first instance and $43,000 
in the other. 

What is the justification for that requirement in Italy? 

Captain McKinney. This storage building is required to house the 
various activities at the Naples compound. 

The mail center is located in the east hangar which is not completely 
weatherproof. This hangar area is urgently required for aircraft 
maintenance. In addition to the mail center, part of the hangar is 
being used for bulk storage, which, in itself, is a fire hazard, and 
further prevents use of the space for maintenance purposes. The 
item covers a building to house these activities and thereby free the 
hangar space for its intended purpose. 

Item 2 is a crash-crew garage and ready bunk room, $43,000. 
This provides for a building to house crash equipment and bunk the 
crew which will protect valuable equipment from the elements and 
provide adequate bunking for crew personnel. No crash-crew garage 
exists at Naples and the crash crew bunks in a shack constructed of 
scrap lumber. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice in your breakdown under the title ‘‘Plant 
value,”’ and so forth, no money; funded construction not in plant value, 
zero; existing unfunded authorization, zero; proposed fiscal year 1956 
appropriation, $155,000; and estimated future appropriations required, 
zero. That is indicative of the fact we are just visitors doing a little 
spot job here, or what is the answer? 

Admiral Cuiarkx. This is an Italian field which is also a NATO field. 
It is one of the fields where we entered into the Atlantic Treaty 
authorizing stations, wherein the post will supply certain facilities and, 
if we are going to operate them there, we will supply our share. We 
have nothing there now that we own and this is what we need*over and 
above the NATO facilities to do our part of the air operations. 

Mr. OsrertaG. You mean to bring it up to United States standards’ 

Admiral Cuiark. In part, that is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is the personnel factor indicated here the personnel 
that is going to be living in this area, or on this project? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, the present personnel is 39 officers 
and 393 enlisted and 46 civilian. 

Admiral CLtark. That is correct. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Are there any questions? 

Mr. ANprews. Are we paying the cost of operating that field? 

Captain Davipson. No, sir; we do not pay for the regular mainte- 
nance and such items as that. We pay for the support of our own 
group there, the service squadron, but not for the operation and 
maintenance of the field, except for such supplemental help as neces- 

sary. 
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Mr. ANDREwWs. You want this money for post office people? This 
will be the ouly building you have there and you have none planned 
for the future? 

Captain Davison. We have no construction program there. We 
are using some of our maintenance space in the hangar to conduct 
this*fleet post office operation-and therefore depriving ourselves of the 
maintenance of aircraft. 

Mr. AnpreEws. Title to the building will go to the Italian Govern- 
ment in case we cease to operate there. 

Captain Davison. Eventually, they would have title to the build- 
ing if we vacate it. - 

Mr. OstertaG. Is this a post office building? 

Captain Davison. For air delivery to the fleet carrier. It supports 
the air command of the Mediterranean Fleet. 

Mr. Ostertaa. It is listed as a storage building, item No. 1. Is 
that the item you are discussing? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstErRTAG. In your justification it is noted as a storage building. 

Captain Davison. It is stored there until it is passed on to destina- 
tion. It is not a local distribution of mail. 

Mr. Ostrertac. And the Italian Government would have title to 
this building after it has served our purpose; is that right? 

Captain Davison. Yes, sir; at the time we vacated the property. 

Mr. Ostrrertaa. I notice you have listed a total of 54 civilians. 
Are they indigenous personnel, or American? 

Captain Davison. They are indigenous. 

Mr. Ostertac. How do you employ your indigenous personnel in 
Italy? Do you obtain them through the Italian Government, and 
are they screened by the Italian Government and recommended 
to you? 

‘aptain Davison. Yes, sir. They are screened by post communica- 
tions as in other areas. You asked, I believe, this question in the 
appropriation hearing last year. They are screened by the govern- 
ment in the locality and also screened by the United States Navy. 

Mr. OstertaGc. What assurance have we that they are not bad 
security risks? 

Captain Davison. The combined investigations of both of our 
agenciesindicate to us that they are sufficiently reliable for the work 
we give them to do. 

Mr. Ostertac. Are we required to take employees as they are 
screened, approved and recommended by the Italian Government, or 
do you have a right to exercise discretion? 

Captain Davison. We have a discretion. 

_ Mr. Osrertac. Do you deny employment where in your judgment 
it would not be wise for the United States Government to employ such 
persons? 

Captain Davison. We retain that discretion. 

Mr. OstertaG. Do you exercise it? 

Captain Davison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. The same question pertaining to the engineer 
techniques. 

Captain McHenry. This project was advance planned by the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks during the past year at Government 
expense. 





218 


NavauL Air Faciuuiry, Port Lyaurey, Frencn Morocco 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item entitled “Naval Air Facility, 
Port Lyautey, French Morocco,”’ composed of a cold storage building 
extension and family quarters for 4 senior officers, 16 junior officers, 
and 88 enlisted, wherein you make a total request for $1,958,500. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $7,563,776; funded con- 
struction not in plant value, $37,436,224; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,958,500; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $1,958,500; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $8,225,000. 

Present your justification for that requirement, please. 

Captain McKinney. With regard to the cold storage building, 
there is a requirement for 15,411 square feet of cold storage space at 
the naval air facility, Port Lyautey for $67,000. At the present time 
we only have 7,000 square feet of available space. This leaves a 
deficiency which must be supplied due to the heat and humidity at 
that station. 

With respect to the family housing for 108 units estimated at 
$1,891,500. Currently 135 officers and 205 enlisted personnel are on 
the waiting list for public quarters with the expectation of waiting 
18 months for quarters assignment. During that period they are 
separated from their families and this is a desire to satisfy that 
existing need. 

Mr. SHepparp. In this instance, as in all others of like character, 
wherein an item is reflected as an estimated future appropriation re- 
quest of $8,225,000, that.is a projected estimate and is not a part of 
this proposed request? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Why did you put it in here in the first place? 

Admiral CLarx. We were. asked to by the chairman of the other 
committee, sir. 

_ (After a pause.) 

Admiral Cuarx. I would like to correct my testimony. It was the 

previous chairman of this committee. 
- Mr. SaNPeARD. Apparently you people do not move with the times, 
0 you? 
aptain McKinney. There is estimated future housing require- 
ment of 12 million 2. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SxHeEpparp. Captain McHenry, have these projects been 
advance planned? 

Captain McHenry. Yes, sir; the cold storage project was done by 
Reisner, Urban, Brayton & Burrow, of New York Gity, at an estimated 
cost of $700. The housing will be engineered on the basis of criteria 
furnished by the Department of Defense. 


Nava Sration, Roossvett Roaps, P. R. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, naval station, 
Roosevelt Roads, P. R. You are asking for $3,721,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $34,660,483; funded 
construction not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authoriza- 
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tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,721,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $3,721,000; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $1,102,000. 

| wish you would present your justification for that requirement. 

Captain McKinney. Mr. Chairman, a requirement for an operable 
airfield exists in the Puerto Rican area. No such facilities now exist 
because of the lack of runway length to meet the needs occasioned by 
use of jet aircraft. This covers the lengthening of 1 runway to 8,000 
feet, a parallel taxiway, parking area and a control tower; all manda- 
tory items for safe and effective operation of an airfield. 

Mr. SuepparD. Has this been engineered, if so, by whom, when, 
and how much did you pay for it? 

Captain McHenry. Engineered by the district public works officer 
of the 10th Naval District, at Government expense within the past 
vear, 

" Mr. SHepparp. Where does that access road come from, gentlemen? 

What does the shopping list show on that? 

Captain McKinney. If you made that trip from San Juan you 
know how long it took. 

Mr. SHepparD. That is why I am asking. Are you going to 
improve it by an access road? 

Captain McHenry. You have us unprepared, Mr. Chairman. 
We will furnish the information for the record. 

(The information referred to is as follows:) 


NavaL STATION RoosEVELT Roaps: EXPLANATION OF SuBITEM CONSTRUCTION 
or Access Roap aT AN EstiMaTED Cost or $60,000 


The extension of runway 6-24 to the west, as requested -in this program, will 
require that portion of the station access road be eliminated and be replaced by 
5,000 feet of new road which will circumvent the end of the end zone to runway 
6-24 as extended. This access road will connect with insular road No. 3. This 
access road also provides the main access for vehicular traffic into the station’s 


operation area adjacent to the hangar. 


Mr. SHepparpb. At that price it looks more like a repair job than a 
new road in that area. Would that be right? 

Captain McHenry. It would seem so. 

Mr. SHEepparD.: You would not have a $4.60 unit price for new con- 
struction, would you? 

Captain McHenry. I wouldn’t think so, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on this item, gentlemen? 

Mr. Anprews. I would like to ask for a little more information on 
this item of $507,500 for site preparation and drainage. 

You own the land, do you not? 

Captain McKinney. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AnpREws. That is a big item, $507,500. 

Captain McHenry. Not being intimately familiar with the project, 
sir, site preparation generally is the removal of scrub growth, trees, 
and such other structural obstructions which might be there, as well 
as grading it in order to get a proper runoff of heavy rainfalls so you 
do not get soil erosion. 

Mr. Anprews. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostertac. No questions. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 
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Nava Sratron, SaANGLEY Pornt, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


Mr. SHepparp. Next is naval station at Sangley Point, Philippine 
Islands, you want 1, senior officer (field grade) 1,500 square feet average: | 
2, junior officer (company grade) 1,125 square feet average; 3, enlisted 
quarters 950 square feet average, for a total of $522,900. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $9,572,590; naval station, 
Sangley Point, funded construction not in plant value, $1,500,000; ex. 
isting unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorizations, 
$522,900; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $522,900; and the esti- 
mated future appropriation required, $11,138,000. 

Present your justifications, please. | 

Captain McKinney. At the present time there are only eight sets | 
of adequate public quarters available on this station ; 357 families now | 
are living in inadequate public quarters, or paying excessively high | 
prices for private housing. This project is comprised of 1 senior officer 
quarters, 1 junior officer quarters, and 22 enlisted quarters. 


Mr. SHepparp. Your unit cost is reflected as $30,375 in the senior | 


officer; junior, $22,800; and enlisted quarters unit cost, $19,275. 
What is the cost factor involved there, Captain? 
Captain McHenry. 1.5 times stateside prices. 


Mr. Suepparp. Has this project been engineered? If so, by whom, ' 


when, and how much did it cost? bs 
Captain McHenry. This project has not been engineered. It 
falls in the same category as other housing projects. . 
Mr. SHepparp. Subject to the same variation? M 


Captain McHenry. Yes, sir. ie 


Mr. Suepparp. Any questions on that item, gentlemen? 
(No response. ) 


Location CuiAssiFiep NAF No. 1, CINC NELM 


Mr. SHepparp. We will proceed with the next item, classified loca- 
tion, naval air facility No. 1, NAF No. 1, CINC NELM. You are _ 
asking for $1,869,000. This comprises 13 subsidiary requirements re- _ 


flecting the proportions of the total. 


I note at this installation the plant value is none; NAF No. 1 CINC | 
NELM, funded construction not in plant value, none; existing un- | — 
funded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,- |— 
869,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,869,000; and the esti- | 


mated future appropriation required, $1,589,000. 


Present your justification discussion off the record for this require- | 


ment. Off the record. 
(Discussion held off the record.) 
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Mr, SuHepparD. Has this item been engineered? If so, by whom, 
when, and what is the cost? 
(Discussion held off the record.) 


Location CLassiriep AEW No. 2 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, gentlemen. Here 
is a classified location in which you are making request for a total of 
$19,099,200. 

This is composed of 11 requirements under your total heading. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $19,099,200; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $19,099,200; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $6,034,500. 

You will proceed to explain to the committee the necessity of the 
funds requested off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has this project been engineered? If so, by whom, 
when, and at what cost? 

(Discussion held off the record.) 


CLAssIFIED LocaTions OVERSEAS—ADDITIONAL AVIATION FACILITIES, 
AEW No. 3 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item reflected in our justi- 
fication, also a classified location. 

You are making request for $39,247,000. 

This is comprised of 14 subsidiary requirements under your total 
dollar request. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $43,366,000; AEW No. 
3 funded construction not in plant value, $6,200,000; existing un- 
funded authorization, $1,327,053; the proposed 1956 authorization, 
$39,247,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $39,247,000; and the 
estimated future appropriation required, $28,918,000. 

I would appreciate it if you would present your justifications for 
this requirement off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 
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Mr. SuHepparp. Captain, what is the engineering aspect of this 
situation in accordance with the previous questions? 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions, gentlemen? 

(No response.) 


CLASSIFIED LOCATION 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next one, again a classified 
location, wherein you are asking for a total of $27,050,400, and the 
items which comprise this total are 37, which is indicative of a rather 
new installation, if not totally so. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; NAF No. 3 
(AOA) funded construction not in plant value, $40,381,500; existing 
unfunded authorization, none; the proposed -1956 authorization, 
$27,050,400; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $27,050,400; and the 
estimated future appropriation required, $24,231,000. 

Is this a new installation or one which has been in existence? 

Captain McKinney. This is a new installation, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


a 
ie 
Be 
% 
a 
3 
F 








223 


CLASSIFIED LOCATION 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will proceed now with the next item, wherein 
I find under ‘Classified locations’ additional aviation facilities 
totaling $5,551,000. Is that correct for your next item, gentlemen? 

Captain McKinney. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. Off the record, you will tell us where this expendi- 
ture is to be made and further advise us as to the necessity of it. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SuepparD. Has this project been engineered? If so, by whom, 
when, and what is the cost? 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I would like the record to show that the committee 
appreciates the epperrance of the gentlemen from the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics and thanks them for the manner in which they answered the 

interrogations, 
> Admiral Cirarkx. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


Suppty Faci.ities 


> Mr. SHepparp. The committee will come to order, and we have 
>) before us the gentlemen to justify the requests for supply facilities. 

* Admiral, will you note your name and position for the record, 
"> please. 

; . Admiral Parks. Iam Rear Adm. J. D. Parks, Deputy and Assistant 
> Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Do you have a statement you desire to present? 
Admiral Cuarx. Yes, we have a statement of the admiral we desire 


> to present for the record, sir. 
| Mr. SHepprarp. I want to compliment you upon your brevity. Go 
> right ahead and present your statement. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


> Admiral Parxs. The requested appropriation in this program for 
> “Supply facilities” under the management control of the Bureau of 
') Supplies and Accounts totals $9,254,100 for 19 items, 


64997—55——_15 
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The program has as its principal objective the correction of de. 
ciencies and the improvement of vital operating conditions. 

No new activities are contemplated for establishment. The majo: 
portion of the program is for the correction of existing deficiencic 
which seriously affect supply operations, such as the replacement 0 
deteriorated cold storage at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and warehouse 
and berthing space at Guam. The correction of deficiencies represents 
approximately 95 percent of this program. 

The remainder of the required appropriation provides family) 
housing at various continental and overseas installations to mee 
essential housing requirements for military and civilian personnel. 

Mr. Suepparp. Thank you, Admiral. 


Unirep States Navy Fur, Depot, JAcKsoNvVILLE, Fua. 


We will pick up the first item reflected in the justifications as th: 
United States Navy fuel depot, Jacksonville, Fla., wherein you ar| 


asking for $15,20C for family housing for 1 junior officer. i 
I note at this installation the plant value is $3,778,588; funded) 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori-| 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $15,200; the proposed! 
1956 appropriation, $15,200; and the estimated future appropriation) 
required, none. E 
Will you proceed with your justification for this requirement? 7 
Admiral Ciarx. This item is to provide on-station quarters for) 
the commanding officer and release the only set of quarters which| 
are on the station and which are rental quarters to a key civilian) 
employee. i. 
Mr. SHEepparD. I see your unit cost is reflected as $15,200 and that 
is what you are asking for? | 
Admiral Cuiark. Yes. 4 
Mr. Suepparp. And I presume this item is considered as essential | 
on the same general premise as the others we have considered? 


aor 


Admiral CLtark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparb. By whom was this project engineered, Captain, 
and when and at what cost? 

Captain McHenry. The estimate was prepared from DOD criteria. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 


se 
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Nava. Suppty Depot, Newport, R. I. 


Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item, naval supply depot, 
Newport, R. I., wherein you are requesting a total of $1,041,000, and 
this is composed of three items, rehabilitation of fuel piers; addition 
to administration building; and provision of sidewalks and _ stree! 
lighting. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $23,061,364; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $5,639,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,041,000; 
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the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,041,000; and the estimated future i 


appropriation required, $3,056,000. 
Will you present your justifications for these requirements? ; 
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Admiral Ciarx. Item 1 is for the rehabilitation of two piers in 
Newport. They were both built in 1906 and they are so deteriorated 
that they are unsafe for further use and require complete rehabilitation. 

Mr. SHepeparp. When you go into an operation of this kind what do 
vou do, take one pier completely out of circulation and handle your 
traffic on the other pier until you have completed the rehabilitation, 
and then reverse the operation? 

Admiral CLarKk. That is what we would do in this case; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice the proposed addition to the administration 
building is a one-story wood frame addition. Is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. We are now conducting administration 
for the supply department in three separated localities. Part is in a 
naval training center building; part is in a warehouse 3 miles away; 
and the third part is in another naval training station building. This 
consolidation, we feel, will amortize the project in less than 10 years 
through greater efficiency and the requirement of many less letters to 
be written, many less messengers, and so on. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, it will be a more streamlined 
operation? 

Admiral Cirark. That is correct. 

The next item is “Provision of sidewalks and street lighting.’ 
This item is proposed to provide sidewalks and street lighting for 
approximately 1 mile of roads within the depot that are continually 
used by pedestrians and vehicles. Unless these facilities are provided, 
pedestrian and vehicular travel will continue to be extremely hazardous 
with possible loss of military personnel from duty and/or accident 
claims against the Government. 

Captain McHenry, Advance planning was performed by the 
district public works officer, First Naval District. 
































NavaL Suppty Center, NorFOuK, Va. 


Mr. SuepparpD. We will pick up the next item, ‘ Naval Supply 
Center, Norfolk, Va.,’’ wherein you request a total of $777,000 com- 
posed of four items. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $68,208,826; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $12,142,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $777,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $777,000; and the estimated future ap- 
propriation required, $7,370,000. 

I will appreciate it if you would advise us as to the modernization 
of the cold-stoage building. 

Admiral Cuarx. The present cold-storage building, sir, is a bottle- 
neck in handling provisions for the fleet units as well as the Shore 
Establishment in this area. The existing refrigeration facilities are 
so badly arranged they require night shifts to supply the support re- 
quired to the fleet. There are inadequate elevators, the assembly- 
area spaces are too small for the size of the operation, and the office 
space is so short we actually have to use a truck trailer outside the 
building, 

The next item is “Freight elevators, building A-134.’’ Mezzanine 
floors, 50 feet by 600 feet are located on each side of this warehouse and 
provide storage and issue for 30,000 fast moving, small aircraft parts. 
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This item will provide a heavy duty hydraulic elevator for eac) 
mezzanine to replace two temporary hazardous semiportable, light 
elevators, and eliminate hand operations. Without this facility, the 
depot will continue to be unable to meet peacetime peak-load require- 
ments. 

The next item is “Freight elevators, building A-136.” 


The same situation exists in this building as in building A-134 just : 


described. 


The next item erapers to relocate the existing access road andp 


railroad serving the Cheatham Annex, Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, 
Va., so as to pass under the Department of the Interior’s Colonial 
Parkway and fulfill commitments by the Department of the Navy to 
restore the parkway to its original condition. Unless this item js 
completed, vehicles and rail traffic entering and leaving the activity 
will be a serious hazard to public traffic on the Colonial Parkway. 

Mr. SHepparp. Captain, have these projects been engineered and 
if so by whom, when, and at what cost? 


Captain McHenry. They have been engineered by Clark & Bul 


during the last month at a cost of $2,650. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions? 
Mr. ANpDREws. No questions. 


Nava Suppty Center, OaKiANnp, CALIF. 


Mr. Suzpparp. We will pick up the next item, “Naval Supply} 


Center, Oakland, Calif.,’’ wherein you are requesting a total of $62,000 


composed of two items, improvement of electrical system and acquisi-| 


tion of easement for sewer. 


I note at this installation the plant value is $49,228,665; funded i 
construction not in the plant value, $3,051,000; existing unfunded) 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $62,000; they 






proposed 1956 appropriation, $62,000; and the estimated future ap-| 


propriation required, $3,823,000. 

Will you present your justifications for those requirements? 

Admiral Cuarx. The first item is the improvement of the electrical 
system. This electrical system was constructed in 1942 and was ade 

uate then but no longer is, because of increased loads. In addition, 

the original installation has deteriorated, being made of wartime ms 
terials, and a major revision is now necessary. ‘The serious deficien 
cies are, first, bad distribution so that you cannot isolate or segregate 
any part for repairs; second, corrosion because of the underground 
installation. 


The next item for the purchase of a perpetual easement is require/[ 


to assure permanent continued disposal of Navy sewage by_ the 
municipal system. Unless this permanent easement is acquired 
further lengthy negotiations or costly litigation may be necessary to 


Ren eres 


insure continued Government use of the private property which 


mandatory for disposal of Government sewage. 


Mr. Suepparp. Captain, will you answer the usual questions abou'f 


the engineering? 
Captain McH 


Regan in the past 6 months, at a cost of $1,630. 


ENRY. The engineering was done by Williamson ‘f 
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Suppty Facrmiries, OversEAs 


Mr. SHeprarD. We will pick up the next items that are in volume 
II] under the title of “Supply Facilities—Overseas.”’ 


Navau Suppty Depot, Guam, Mariana IsLanps 


The first item is the Naval Supply Depot, Guam, Mariana Islands, 
wherein you request a total of $5,427,000 constituted of 2 items, 
rehabilitation of docks, and 2 general purpose warehouses. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $31,995,883; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $21,055,400; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $5,427,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $5,427,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $17,178,000. 

Will you present your justifications for that requirement, please? 

Admiral Cuiark. The first item is for the rehabilitation of docks. 
These docks were constructed during World War II by putting sheet 
piling out in the harbor and filling between it and the land with local 
sand and there was no cathodic protection of that sheet piling so that 
now the sand and gravel dock is slowly sinking into the harbor. This 
will provide a complete rehabilitation so that these docks can be saved 
before they all slide into the harbor, and the new docks will provide 
cathodic protection. 

Mr. Suepparp. If you did not get this money how long would you 
have an operational dock left? 

Admiral Cuiark. I think the first step we would try to do would be 
to patch up to the end of our maintenance money, and if we did not 
have any more maintenance money it would probably require com- 
plete replacement in about 3 years. We could do our complete opera- 
tion within a year or two but we might be able to use one end of this 
long dock. It is a long dock. 

The next item, for 2 general purpose warehouses, is required to 
alleviate a deficiency of 214,800 square feet of general storage space 
based on austere peacetime requirements. The 2 buildings will replace 
100 quonset huts which are so deteriorated from age and climate 
that they are in danger of collapse from typhoons and require exces- 
sive manpower and funds to maintain in a watertight condition to 
protect stored materials from rainstorms. Unless the permanent 
warehouses are constructed, adequate facilities will not be available 
for effective and expeditious supply support. 

Mr. SHepparp. Was this engineered? 

_ Captain McHenry. It was engineered by the public works officer 
inthe Marianas area at Government expense during the present year. 


Navat Suppty Depot, GuANTANAMO Bay, CuBA 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Naval Supply 
Depot, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, wherein you request a total of 
$1,318,000 for a cold-storage plant. 

I note at this installation the pJant value is $5,080,860; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,318,000; the pro- 





228 


posed 1956 appropriation, $1,318,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $1,926,000. 
‘ill you present your justifications for this requirement? 

Admiral Cuark. The present cold-storage plant consists of old 
temporary buildings, five in number. They are so old they actually 
endanger personnel going in, the stored provisions, and require exces- 
sive expenditures for maintenance, repairs, and operations. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see you will put in a 25-ton icemaking plant. 
What kind of plant will you put in there, York or Arctic, or what? 

Captain McHenry. I would say that will be developed when the 
bids are taken. 

Mr. SHepparp. You do not know what kind of specifications will 
be written? 

Captain McHenry. They will be open requirements and everybody 
will have a crack at it. 

Mr. SHepparp. Who engineered this, Captain? 

Captain McHenry. The district public works officer, 10th Naval 
District, at Government expense within the past 6 months. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. Anprews. I notice you say “Savings in maintenance and 
operations will amortize the new structure in approximately 2 years.” 
Will you explain how you arrived at that conclusion? 

Admiral CLARK. Yes, sir; I have a breakdown of that. 

Admiral Parks. We have been pouring money into that plant like 
water to keep it going. 

Mr. AnprEws. What is the age of the plant? 

Admiral Ciark. It has been there since 1942. We could not get 
termiteproof lumber at the time. 

Mr. AnpreEws. It is scattered in five buildings? 

Admiral Crark. Yes. These are for all hand operations. 

Mr. Anprews. What type of construction would you provide under 
this request? 

Admiral Parks. Concrete. 

Mr. Anprews. And you presently have wood? 

Admiral Parks. Yes. 

Admiral Ciark. I have the figures here. The savings are reflected 
in a reduction of 34 operating personnel, amounting to $63,100 per 
year, and reduced maintenance. Maintenance and repairs during 
the 10 years 1958 to 1968 are estimated to average $7,200, an average 
saving of $128,800 over the cost of maintaining and repairing the 
present facilities. The total estimated savings of $191,900 per year 
would amortize the difference between the cost of the proposed plant 
and the rehabilitation of the present facilities in approximately 2 years. 

Mr. Anprews. All right. 


Nava. Suppty Center, Peart Harsor, T. H. 


Mr. SuHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Naval Supply 
Center, Pearl Harbor, T. H., wherein you request a total of $270,000 
composed of 3 items. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $88,154,685; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $270,000; the pro- 
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posed 1956 appropriation, $270,000; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $8,664,000. 

[ wish you would address yourself to the item of land acquisition 
and give us an explanation of that, please. 

Admiral Ciarx. This is for the extinguishment of the present 
perpetual easement through the Waiawa Gulch area. Actually, the 
former owners of the property, when they sold us this area, requested 
and were given a perpetual easement for the workmen who worked on 
their plantations to go through this area. At that time we were not 
utilizing this particular area with anything that mattered. Now they 
tell us that the road they have been using is no longer usable. They 
want to bring in some more operations into the area and they propose 
to exercise their easement to go through this property, which will at 
the present time jeopardize our security. They agreed that if we 
purchase this easement they would take this money and provide 
another outlet for these people, and that seems to be an equitable 
solution. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. As I view your map, the present road is the one 
right in the center of your operations? 

Admiral CuarK. Yes. 

Mr. SHeppaRD. You want to eliminate that hazard and move it 
down to the broken line indicated as an access road? 

Admiral CLtark. Yes. 

Mr. Soepparp. Address yourself to the drum reconditioning plant, 
please. I think it is a good thing to do because I understand you do 
not do too much good to the drums by shipping them. 

Admiral CLark. That is true. If we rehabilitate them in Hawaii 
it would save the shipping costs and amortize this item in about 2 
years. 

The next item proposes to consolidate four separately metered 
electric power sources into a single metered source from the local 
private utility, in order to take advantage of a lower rate for the same 
total power when supplied through a single source. The cost of this 
item will be amortized in less than 8 years. Unless this facility is 
provided, unnecessary funds will have to be expended by the Govern- 


= ment for the procurement of electric power. 


Mr. SHpprarp. What about the engineering, Captain? 

Captain McHenry. The engineering was done by the public works 
officer of the 14th Naval District at Government expense in the past 
} months. 

Mr. SHepparp. The next item is quarters, location A, for which you 
request $84,100. Inasmuch as the justification is classified informa- 
tion, I believe you will answer off the record. 

Admiral CLtark. Yes, sir. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

_Mr. Suepparp. You have three classifications, location A, loca- 
tion B, and location C. You have told me about location A. Give me 
your comments about location B, for which you want the same amount 
of money, $84,100. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr, SHepparp. In other words, this is a different location than the 
previous one? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Now address yourself to location C, where you are 
requesting $175,700. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparD. Any questions? 

Mr. AnprRews. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 





Tuerspay, Juty 5, 1955. 
MaringE Corps Faci.itires 


Mr. Suepparp. General, do you have a general statement you 
would like to present to the committee? 

General ALLEN. Yes, I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suepparp. Proceed, please. 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


General ALLEN. The Marine Corps’ public works appropriation 
program for fiscal year 1956 consists of 44 items. These 44 items 
constitute the urgent requirements for this year to successfully 
prosecute the mission of the Marine Corps. To achieve this objec- 
tive, appropriation for 44 items totaling $69,681,300 is requested. 
$24,617,300 is for facilities within the continental United States, and 
$45,064,000 for facilities overseas. This program is divided into 
five broad functional categories, the number of items in each type 
and the dollar value of each type is as follows: 

Seventy-two percent of the program will provide 4 items for training 
facilities valued at $50,117,000. 

Twelve percent of the program will provide 18 items for utilities 
valued at $8,565,000. 

Four percent of the program will provide 8 items for administrative 
facilities valued at $2,811,000. 

Three percent of the program will provide 10 items for supply 
facilities valued at $2,385,000. 

Nine percent of the program will provide 4 items for quarters and 
recreation valued at $5,803,300. 

Facilities will be provided at 10 Marine Corps activities and 1s 
summarized as follows: 


MARINE CORPS SUPPLY CENTER, ALBANY, GA. 


Eight items valued at $4,869,300 will enable the center to accom- 
plish the scheduled equipment maintenance and will provide the 
necessary storage both covered and open for that equipment and 
supplies under procurement. Two recreational facilities are also 
proposed which have not been previously provided. Necessary 
utilities are included to support these projects. Included also is the 
construction of 97 family quarters. 


MARINE CORPS SUPPLY CENTER, BARSTOW, CALIF. 


Three items valued at $330,000 will provide covered storage which 
is not now available. An item to acquire 1,082 acres of land to cost 
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$11,000 is also included to protect the Government’s investment in 
the buildings located there. Appropriation also is requested for 3 
items valued at $160,000 to provide a brig, a civilian cafeteria, and a 
provost marshal’s office. 


MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE, N. C. 


Three items valued at $866,000 will provide necessary utilities and 
service where a deficiency exists such as fire protection, heating for 
barracks, and water-treatment facilities. Appropriation also is 
requested for 4 items valued at $193,000 to provide replacement and 
improvement of telephone cables, improvement of water distribution 
system, toilet facilities for BOQ’s, and raw-water-well control system. 


MARINE CORPS RECRUIT DEPOT, PARRIS ISLAND, S58. C. 


Three items valued at $1,654,000 will replace the present unsatis- 
factory 50-year-old maintenance shops and provide facilities for or- 
derly reception, interview, and testing of recruits for classification. 
Appropriation also is requested to correct deficiencies in the steam 
distribution system. 


MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP PENDLETON, CALIF. 


Two items valued at $648,000 will replace unsatisfactory utilities 
where there is a deficiency such as exists in the telephone system, and 
six hew water wells. 


MARINE CORPS CLOTHING DEPOT, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Appropriation is requested for one item valued at $30,000 to provide 
necessary fire protection. 


MARINE CORPS SCHOOLS, QUANTICO, VA. 


Eleven items valued at $15,688,700 are required for the Marine 
Corps schools. Areas for artillery firing will be cleared of brush and 
trees to permit adequate control of training exercises. Requested 
also is a new trunk highway to permit egress and ingress to the post 
proper from United States Route 1 and the training areas. An en- 
larged water storage and distribution facility is required to overcome 
unsatisfactory conditions as proven by the last 2 years’ droughts, and 
medical facilities to provide care for personnel in the main area of the 
post are required. Appropriation also is requested to provide a central 
camp in the Guadalcanal training area for the basic school to train 
newly commissioned officers, to provide a school administration 
building and new maintenance shops. Also requested are additional 
ammunition storage facilities and 300 sets of family quarters. 


MARINE CORPS RECRUIT DEPOT, SAN DIEGO, CALIF. 


One item valued at $71,000 will provide a shelter for families visiting 
recruits. Appropriation also is requested for 1 item valued at $49,000 
to pave muster areas in the vicinity of mess halls. 
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MARINE CORPS TRAINING CENTER, TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIP. 


One item valued at $47,300 is required to provide family quarters 
for 1 flag and 1 senior officer. 


OVERSEAS 


Two items valued at $45,064,000 are required to provide billeting, 
messing, and training facilities to house 1 reinforced Marine division 
(minus 1 regimental combat team) and provide a water supply system 
for 1 regimental combat team. 


Marine Corps Facruities, ContiIneNTAL UNITED States 


Mr. SHepparp. We will proceed with the justifications for the first 
item, ‘‘Marine Corps facilities,” and the first project appearing in the 
request under this item is Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Ga., 
where you are asking $4,869,300, and that title is composed of eight 
supporting requirements. 


Marne Corps Suppity Center, ALBANY, Ga. 


At this installation the plant value is $1,640,014; funded construc- 
tion not in ‘ge value, $39,546,840; existing unfunded authorization, 
$440,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,157,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $3,597,000; and the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $5,943,380. 

Will you make your presentation relative to the first item of 
$1,173,000 covered storage. 

General ALLEN. That is for covered storage: 1 warehouse, 200 by 
1,000 feet, standard concrete building, 200,000 square feet. In order 
for this depot to fulfill its peacetime mission, an additional 400,000 
square feet of covered storage is urgently required. It is proposed 
by this item to erect one masonry and concrete warehouse providing 
200,000 square feet of covered storage which will satisfy 50 percent 
of the urgent requirements. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is it contemplated that the other 50 percent will 
appear in next year’s budget? 

General ALLEN. Probably so. We are reanalyzing our warehousing 
needs as we go along, and we have not been entirely sure that the 
requirements will be in this next year, depending upon the procure- 
ments, whether they will be required next year or the following. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see the requirement for these facilities represents a 
total of 230,000 square feet with a unit cost of $5.10 per foot; is that 
correct? 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Captain McHenry, who engineered this require- 
ment, when and how much? 

Captain McHenry. It was engineered by Dunwody, MacEwen, 
Ferguson, Hall & Greiner Associates. It was in the past 6 months; 
and I will furnish the figures for the record. The cost was $1,625. 

Mr. SHepparp. I notice under family housing that you are asking 
for 97 units, company grade units at a cost of $15,200, and enlisted at 
$12,850. I presume that is compatible with the geographical area 
cost factor; is that correct? 
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General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. ANprEws. No questions. 

General ALLEN. The next project is for utilities, services and site 
development in the amount of $855,000. These utilities are required 
to provide necessary water, electricity, and sewer disposal to the new 
construction being erected at this depot this fiscal year. The next 
item is item 3, paved open storage and utility building, in the amount. 
of $441,000. This item provides for 3,025,000 square feet of paved 
open storage and 2 utility buildings at 4,000 square feet each, con- 
taining toilet facilities, office space and space for storage of materials 
handling equipment. This project provides 50 percent of the remain- 
ing requirement for open storage. Item No. 4, recreational facilities, 
in the amount of $362,000 is urgently required for a post exchange, 
and an all-purpose gym for use by the 1,616 officers stationed at 
Albany. The only recreation facilities now available is a service club 
for the enlisted personnel. This item is extremely important to the 
morale of the personnel. The next item is a cold-storage building, 
valued at $152,000 and is required to provide for bulk cold-stoarge 
space for perishable foods, biologicals and other items which must be 
stored at low temperatures. The next item provides for 6 drainage 
ditch crossings valued at $174,000 which are necessary for access to 
available land for storage area. Without these crossings it is imprac- 
tical to make full utilization of existing storage areas. The last item, 
item No. 7, provides for the completion of the repair annex of 53,000 
square feet to the central repair shop for a sanding and cleaning 
shop, battery shop, plating shop and tire and wheel shop, valued at 
$440,000. These facilities form an integral part of the repair activities 
for the supply center and the center cannot perform the work assigned 
to it without this annex. 


MarInE Corps Suppity Center, Barstow, CALIF. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Marine Corps 
Supply Center, Barstow, Calif., wherein you are requesting $501,000. 
At this installation the plant value i is $29,347,124: funded construction 
not in plant value, $1,008,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $501,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $501,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$940,000. This is made up of seven items, one which is land acquisi- 
tion at Daggett. Tell me of your need for this land, General, and 
how much are you going to pay for it per acre? 

General ALLEN. One thousand and eighty-two acres are in this 
parcel on which Daggett area is located. It is set at $11,000 or 
approximately $10 an acre. We are holding that now under lease 
and our desire to acquire this land is to protect the investment we 
have there. That investment is something in excess of $400,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Where does that land lie—north or east—with 
respect to the present plant? 

General ALLEN. It is east of the Nebo main plant, about 10 miles. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. it is where the airstrip is? 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. How far is it from the airstrip? 

General ALLEN. It is at the airstrip. 
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Mr. SHepparp. A part of it? 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SuHepparp. I notice you are asking for a brig, at Barstow. 
Why do you need a brig at Barstow? 

General AtLeN. There are very few calcitrants. 

Mr. Suepparp. There certainly could be no bad Marines out there? 

General Auten. This project will provide the minimum require- 
ment of an 18-man brig at Nebo, estimated to cost $85,000. The 
present facility was designed for a normal capacity of 10 prisoners and 
is now substandard. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the size of the storage building you are 
going to put in at Nebo? 

General ALLEN. Those are two 40- by 200-foot Butler-type 
buildings. 

Mr. SHEpparD. Dry storage? 

General Auten. I was referring to item 6. 

Mr. SHepparp. I was looking at item No. 3, which has to do with 
cold storage. 

General ALLEN. That is located at Nebo and valued at $240,000 
and it is urgently required to replace existing makeshift facilities which 
do not meet present normal requirements. There is a serious de- 
ficiency in the existing facilities for storage of sufficient quantities of 
perishable items to realize the advantage of minimum wholesale prices 
and for safe preservation of foodstuffs. The estimated annual 
savings from volume buying amounts to approximately $15,000. 
The next item, item No. 4, addition to building 129 at Nebo, valued 
at $39,000, is required to replace the present temporary provost 
marshal’s office, which is outside the main troop and administrative 
area at Nebo, has poor parking facilities and is hard for visitors to 
locate. Only with this item can a provost marshal properly exercise 
control over the security force. The next item is for a storage build- 
ing, lot 16, at Nebo, estimated cost is $32,000 and it is required to 
eliminate the expensive replacement of canvas over “On-vehicle 
material” stored in the open. This material should be stored inside 
to reduce the loss of deterioration of “On vehicles maintenance” 
equipment. Item 6 provides for two 40 by 200-foot butler type 
storage buildings, costing $58,000 and is urgently required for storage 
of supplies on hand. Lack of this facility will require storage of 
certain supplies in the open and exposure to the elements causing 
serious deterioration and loss to the Government. The last item is for 
civilian cafeteria at Yermo, estimated to cost $36,000 and is required 
to provide adequate cafeteria facilities for serving hot meals to the 300 
civilians employed in-that area. There are no such facilities available 
now. 

Mr. SuHepparD. Looking over this request, General, the total 
requirement as compared with the previous one—and incidentally, 
some of those that follow—it does not unbalance your expenditures 
at Barstow; does it? 

General ALLEN. The program that we have underway requires, 
and the one that we are working on is a requirement at Barstow 
for a maintenance shop. As you probably recall, the maintenance 
facilities are in three warehouses. We have the Albany repair shop 
from which we will pull the mistakes, and we will come in probably 
in 1957 for a large shop at Barstow. 
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Marine Corps Basr, Camp Leseune, N. C. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, “Marine Corps 
Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C.,” where you are making a request for 
$1,059,000. The plant value is $88,116,979; funded construction not 
in plant value, $9,674,530; existing unfunded authorization, none; the 
priposed 1956 authorization, $1,059,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $1,059,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$98,590,000. This is composed of seven items, the first of which is 
for the “Fire department facilities,’ and is $204,000. Please explain 
this requirement. | 

General ALLEN. This item is urgently required to increase the 
efficiency and effectiveness of the base in protecting personnel and 
property. It is vital that a firehouse be built at Midway Park and 
at Camp Geiger. Fire-fighting equipment is now stored at these loca- 
tions in makeshift shacks and in the open where it deteriorates rap- 
idy and is unreliable when starting, therefore endangering life and 
Government property. 

Mr. SHepparD. Now let us take up the ‘‘Water-treatment facili- 
ties,’ item No. 2, for which you are asking $360,000? 

General ALLEN. That is for water-treatment facilities at Montford 
Point and Onslow Beach. It includes a 750,000-gallon softening 
plant, 400,000-gallon reservoir, and raw-water collection system. 

And at the Onslow Beach plant the building includes a 250,000- 
gallon softening plant and reservoir and raw-water collection system. 

This item is required to reduce the hardness and iron content of the 
existing potable water supply system. The estimated monetary loss 
per year is $34,000 due to loss of heat from scale in hot-water pipes 
increasing plumbing repairs. Unless this item is provided the exces- 
sive monetary loss and inefficient water-treatment facilities will con- 
tinue to hamper base operations. 

Mr. SHepparD. I notice that the estimated future appropriation, 
while it is not a part of this immediate cost, nevertheless, it is reflected 
as being $98,590,000 which indicates a considerable expansion in the 
next few years. 

General ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, that includes a large area. At one 
time it was being considered as a two-division area, and the large 
“Family quarters’ item of $55 million, and that complete item is 
being reviewed at the present time. I am not sure that the item will 
remain at $98 million. 

Mr. SHepparp. Captain, what are the engineering features of this 
ee and of the previous one, which I did not inquire about, I 

elieve 

Captain McHenry. No, you did not. 

Mr. Suepparp. All right, will you discuss the previous one first? 

Captain McHenry. Yes. The engineering for the two sets of fire 
department facilities was done by the public works officer at Camp 
Lejeune at Government expense during the past year. 

Mr. SHepparp. And then the next one we have just touched upon. 

Captain McHenry. This project was engineered also by the public 
works officer at Camp Lejeune at Government expense, during the 
past year. 

General ALLEN. Item 3, heating facilities for 90 barracks, costing 
$302,000 will replace existing oil fired space heaters with steam heat 
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units tied into existing steam mains adjacent to the barracks. This 
work is located at Camp Geiger, a portion of Camp Lejeune. It is 
required to eliminate a serious fire hazard, reduce excessive mainte- 
nance cost, and provide proper, uniform heat for the health and well- 
being of the persons occupying these barracks. The next project, 
item 4, is for replacement of a telephone cable at Camp Lejeune 
costing $70,000 and will replace a buried cable from Midway Park 
exchange to the cable plant located at the Hadnot Point exchange. 
The present cable has been seriously damaged by electrolytic action 
of the soil on the lead sheath. This cable was buried in 1942 without 
any protective coating due to the exigencies of the war. Item No. 5, 
which is a project for improvement of water distribution system, cost- 
ing $55,000, is required for the installation -of altitude valves on 5 
steel elevated water tanks serving the Hadnot Point distribution system 
and will also provide extension of various water mains and installa- 
tion of fire hydrants at Hadnot Point, Paradise Point, and Courthouse 
Bay. This item is urgently required to provide fire protection in 
these areas. Item 6 is a project to provide toilet facilities in the 
bachelor officers’ quarters at Montford Point, estimated to cost 
$33,000 and will provide toilet facilities for 5 small existing bachelor 
officers’ quarters, which were converted from barracks buildings. 
There are normally nine officers assigned to each set of quarters. 
None of these buildings now contain toilet facilities. The last item, 
item, No. 7, is required to provide a raw water well control system, 
costing $35,000 and will install a dual frequency generator centrally 
located to provide code signals controlled from the water treatment 
plant to activate well motor starters and to control equipment for 
the operation of 30 wells in the Hadnot Point raw water supply 
system. 


Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Isuanp, S. C. 


Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item, Marine Recruit 
Depot, Parris Island, 5. C., for which you are asking $1,654,000 and 
it is made up of improvements and alterations to the steam distribu- 
tion system; classification building, and shops for the maintenance 
division. 

At this installation the plant value is $24,563,300; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, $1,856,045; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,654,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $1,654,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $15,071,000. 

Will you present the justification, please, for this request, General? 

General ALLEN. Item No. 1, “Improvements and alterations, to 
steam distribution system.’’ This is required to correct the present 
steam deficiencies, utilize excess low-pressure steam, and_ provide 
proposed new construction projects with steam. The estimated 
annual savings that can be realized by this item will amount to 
$80,000. If it is not provided, it will be necessary to continue using 
the booster station and pumps to furnish sufficient steam to the 
battalion messhalls and lavatories in the west area, and the operation 
of the coal-fired, steam-heating plant in the Women Marines’ area. 

This is a consolidation program as well as new construction, and 
estimated to cost $890,000. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Captain, what is the engineering proposition on 
this project, please? 

Captain McHenry. The project was advance planned by J. E. 
Sirrine of Greenville, S. C., within the past 6 months, at a price which 
[ will furnish for the record. (The cost was $2,700.) 

General ALLEN. Item 2, at Parris Island, is a project for a classifi- 
cation building, estimated to cost $140,000, and is urgently required 
for a permanent classification building to properly and efficiently proc- 
ess and test recruits. During the period, June 30, 1953, and June 
30, 1954, over 50,000 recruits were processed. It is now necessary to 
use an existing building originally designed as a dental prosthetic 
laboratory, which is a poor substitute for classification purposes. The 
remaining item, item 3, is a project for maintenance building, cost- 
ing $624,000, and is required to replace widely scattered deteriorated 
buildings throughout the old congested industrial area. The divi- 
sion of facilities and cramped space produces poor workmanship and 
excessive operational costs. 


MarinE Corps Bass, Camp PENDLETON, CALIF. 


Mr. SHepparp. If there are no further questions, we will pick up 
the next item, the Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif., 
wherein the total request is for $648,000. This is made necessary by 
telephone entrance cable and De Luz exchange in the amount of 
$388,000 and an additional water supply item of $260,000, and all of the 
rest is crossed out. 

General ALLEN. That is correct. 

At this installation the plant value is $78,623,085; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, $24,171,800; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $648,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $648,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $49,369,000. 

Mr. SHepparD. Will you give us the justifications for the telephone 
entrance cable and exchange, General? 

General ALLEN. This item will correct a serious deficiency in tele- 
phone service. It is urgently required for base operations to increase 
the capacity of the existing telephone entrance cable of 253 pairs by 
202 pairs. The recently constructed title VIII De Luz Homes housing 
is currently without adequate telephone service. The local telephone 
company is not willing to provide this service which is necessary for 
fire, police, and emergency service. 

Mr. SHepparD. Before we go into the next item, I want to inquire 
into the items that are deleted, what happened; was this action by the 
Bureau of the Budget, or the Secretary of Defense, or whom? 

General ALLEN. This is an Armed Services Committee cut. 

Mr. Suepparp. The Armed Services Committee? 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparD. On what premise? 

_ General ALLEN. On the premise that the adjudication of the water 
in the Santa Margarita River had not been resolved, and as a result 
of the fact that adjudication has not been resolved with the permanent 
supply of water that may be questioned. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right, tell me about the water wells at the field 
training camps and how many of them are involved? 
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General ALLEN. Six. 

Mr. SHepparD. Six. Where are you going to put them, ge. 
graphically speaking? 

eneral ALLEN. Those are placed in accordance with the plan as 
provided by the USGS to adequately pump all parts of the sub. 
terranean basin, so as not to draw from any one area. Those wells 
are located as follows: two in the upper basin and one in the middle 
basin of the Santa Margarita River, and one in each of the three 
watersheds—San Onofre, Las Pulgas, and Horno basins. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are we going to get ourselves into any legal difficulty 
by sinking these wells? 

General ALLEN. No, I do not believe so; as these are all drawing on 
water supply that is within the boundary of Camp Pendleton. 

Mr. Suepparp. If the legal situation had been clear in the first 
place, and you had received an appropriation to put the dam in, these 
water wells would not have been necessary? 

General ALLEN. Yes; they would have been. 

Mr. SHepparp. They would have? Why? 

General ALLEN. As is desirable, in order to maintain the under- 
ground static level of water, as near level as possible and not overdraw 
on any one area, which, if overdrawn, there is a tendency for salt water 
intrusion. 

Colonel Rosertrson. The most economical way to store water, 
particularly in this area, is underground, with the dam to recharge 
the underground basins, thus these wells would have been necessary 
anyway. 

Mr. Suepparp. If I remember the thing correctly at the time it was 
proposed, I was definitely under the impression that what we wanted 
to lle was to conserve the runoff by holding the water behind the dam, 
as it were. 

Colonel Ropertson. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparpD. And then use the head that would be built there 
for distribution purposes, and to the degree necessary to put in any 
further wells that may be needed. 

Colonel Rosertson. That is true as to the originally proposed 
dam; but further study and better advice has indicated that a dam 
of that size would be unwise and that the best use of the stream 
would be a smaller dam and the use of this already existing storage 
basin underground. 

Mr. SHepparD. What do you consider is the amount of water that 
you are losing by the runoff, water that you are not catching by any 
means at all? 

Colonel Rosertson. That is a rather hard question to answer. 
So far as the last 10 years is concerned, it has been practically nil, 
with one exception. In most of the years, for the past 10, there 
has been practically no runoff to the sea. One year, I think it was 
something in the neighborhood of 40,000 acre-feet. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Then let me ask the question this way: Is there 4 
possibility that you are giving the answer from the surface standpoint, 
but not the loss of the so-called runoff, secondary or under-surface 
water? 

Colonel Rozpertson. We believe that the subsurface loss is neglig- 
ible, and except for the reuse of sewage effluent at the lower part ° 
the basin to prevent salt water intrusion. 
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Mr. SHEePpparD. What is the status of the pending litigation between 
the water interests? 

Colonel Rosertson. An effort was made to try two defendants’ 
cases separately, the Fallbrook Public Utility District and the Santa 
Margarita Mutual Water Co. There followed a series of events 
whereby Fallbrook did not come to trial but the Santa Margarita 
Water Co. did come to trial and was tried, and the State of California 
intervened, and that case also went to trial. The United States was 
successful in obtaining judgment in the district court against both 
defendants. That matter was appealed to the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals, argument was had last November, and final decision has 
not been handed down yet. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Last November. Almost a year. 

Colonel Ropertson. Yes. 

The Fallbrook and other cases have not come to trial because of 
the fact the district court felt there were many principles of law and 
matters of proceeding that were to be ruled on by the circuit court, 
and it was felt that it would be a waste of time for him to proceed to 
trial against the other two defendants until the matter in appeal was 
decided. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Just what do the deletions mean in your operation 
requirements; how much will these deletions impair your overall pro- 
gram? 

General ALLEN. This is only one year that this has happened. I 
believe the 1952 presentation was the first that was deleted more 
drastically as a result of the pending litigation. 

Mr. Suepparp. At that time, however, the reduction of the appro- 
priation was predicated on the dam, and did not have to do with the 
other operations such as administration and so forth; in other words, 
it was left with the dam deleted. 

General ALLEN. There was an 11,000-man camp expansion pro- 
_ in the same year that the dam was deleted from the program 
also. 

Mr. SHepparp. Does it mean that you are going to have to transfer 
the activities of the Marine Corps at Camp Pendleton to some other 
geographical area because of your inability to get the items provided 
for and set forth here under the deletions? 

General ALLEN. No, unless this continues, as the facilities that we 
are using are wartime facilities and are gradually falling apart; as an 
example some of the barracks, previously used, we have had to 
eliminate because of excessive deterioration; that is a part of the 
program. We can get along as we are with the greatly diminishing 
returns, from the investment that we have there, as well as the poor 
living conditions for these people. 

Mr. SHepparp. I do not find here an increase under your main- 
tenance requirements. Does that appear some other place? 

General ALLEN. That shows up in the annual operation program. 

vaptain McHenry. Appropriation for troops and facilities. 

Mr. SHepparD. Obviously you would have these additional billets 
because at the time when your regular budget came up, these deletions 
would not have been affected. 

General ALLEN. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. So by the deletion of these buildings, your mainte- 
hance program will obviously be affected in the cost requirements? 
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General ALLEN. On the maintenance program, they will be in. 
creased, 

Mr. Suepparp. And there is no provision made for that? 

General ALLEN. That historically is handled as in the past; and 
even though we receive no funds in this year, any savings in mainte- 
nance, it is quite possible, would not be ac complished until the fiscal 
year 1957, because it will take approximately that long to get the new 
facilities in. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any further questions on this item? If not, 
Captain, will you give us the facts regarding the engineering factors, 
please? 

Captain McHenry. The engineering for the telephone entrance 
cable was done by the district public-works officer of the 11th Naval 
District during the past 6 months, at Government expense. 

The water-wellplanning was by a combination of the district 
public-works officer of the 11th Naval District and the United States 
Geological Survey at Government expense, within the past 6 months. 

Mr. SHepparp. Was there any advance engineering done by con- 
tract for the base headquarters and the administration building, 
troop, storage station, depot, additional heating system, maintenance 
facilities, including base channel, family housing, et cetera? 

Captain McHenry. I do not have that information but I will 
furnish it for the record. 

Mr. SHeppPArD. | wish you would get it and supply it for the record. 
I would like to know how much of the advanced program has been 
deleted. 

Captain McHenry. Very well. 

(The information requested follows: ) 

Only two proposed projects in the 1956 program for Camp Pendleton were 
advance planned by contract A. and E. These were Fuel Storage Depot addi- 
tion originally proposed in amount of $366,000 but later curtailed to $50,000, 
and the addition to heating system $108, 000. These two studies were accom- 
plished by M. A. Nishkian Co., Long Beach, Calif., at a combined cost of $4,420. 


All other projects were adv ance planned by district public works officer, 11th 
Naval District at Government expense. 


Marine Corps CiLorHine Deport, PHILApELpPHtaA, Pa. 


Mr. Suepparp. Gentlemen, we will take up the next item which 
reflects the Marine Corps Clothing Depot, Philadelphia, Pa., wherein 
you are asking for fire-protection facilities in the amount of $30,000. 
At this installation the plant value is $13,292,399; funded construction 
not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; the 
proposed 1956 authorization, $30,000; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $30,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
$402,000. What. is your deficiency in your fire-protection system; 
is that in your mechanical devices, or what? 

General ALLEN. It is lack of mechanical devic es; and it is an old 
system under which we are drawing water and paying rent to an 
adjacent owner for this water supply. This will give us a complete 
system on which we can operate. 

Mr. SHepparb. In other words, if you get this appropriation, you 
will be self-contained with vour water-supply equipment? 

General ALtzen. Yes. This item is urgently required to correc! 
deticiencies in the existing fire-protection system which, as I say, !s 
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dependent upon an adjacent commercial establishment for its water 
supply. According to information received from insurance carriers, 
ihe pump located on the adjacent property is incapable of furnishing 
an adequate supply of water for fire-protection purposes and com- 
mercial operational purposes. If this project is not approved this 
annex, valued at $443,353.90 will continue to have inadequate fire 
protection. 


Marine Corps ScHoo.s, Quantico, Va. 


Mr. SHepparp. All right, gentlemen, we will pick up the next item, 
‘Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va.,’’ wherein you are asking for 
$15,613,700, and the requirement is made up of 10 subsidiary require- 
ments. I note at this installation the plant value is $43,503,173; 
funded construction not in plant value, $4,984,300; existing unfunded 
authorization, $2,210,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $9,357,- 
000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $11,492,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required, $53,781,000. Will you please present 
your justification for the first item, trunk highway, wherein you are 
requesting $1,900,000. 

General ALLEN. This will provide a highway from the Marine Corps 
schools area to the field-training area. It will eliminate existing haz- 
ardous conditions resulting from inadequacies and physical conditions 
involved in the route which now has to be used for travel from the 
Marine Corps Schools to the Guadalcanal training area. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the total amount of land acquisition 
required? 

Captain McHenry. May I furnish that information? 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Captain McHenry. This is to obtain an easement for a right-of- 
way, from the State of Virginia. 

Mr. SHepparp. I notice the reflected cost is nominal. 

Captain McHenry. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. I notice that the Senate has reduced the cost of 
the trunk highway by $500,000. 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparpb. Is that the same item that we are presently 
addressing ourselves to? 

General ALLEN. That is the same item. 

Mr. SHepparp. Does your justification contain an excess of 
$500,000 reflected as a cost factor there? The item I am referring to, 
General, is easement for right-of-way and overpass. 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. What I mean is when the presentation was made, 
did you people make the presentation before the Senate committee? 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Did you set any figure for the easement, right-of- 
way, and overpass, do you have any figures on that, Captain? 

Captain McHenry. Mr. Chairman, I have a comment here on the 
project that it was originally submitted for 4 lanes, and 4 quadrants of 
« cloverleaf intersection, but it has thus far been reduced by the re- 
viewing authority to a 2-lane highway with 2 quadrants of a cloverleaf, 
and that is the amount cut by $500,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. What was the total amount that was presented at 
that time? 
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Colonel Rosertson. $1,900,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see. And they cut $500,000? 

General ALLEN. From the $1.9 million; yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Will you present the justification for the nex; 
item, enlarged water storage and distribution system, wherein thy 
request is $1,100,000? 

General ALLEN. The present water supply has proven inadequate 
for the station’s needs. During the summer months, it has beep 
necessary to close field training camps due to insufficient water. 
This will provide a reservoir by construction of a dam on Beaver Dam 
Run, and a distribution system connecting to existing mains which 
will meet the current requirements for additional water. 

Mr. Suerparp. I see you have three items, land, buildings, and 
acquisition cost—item 3, involving 1.798 acres, with a unit cost 
of $556. 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is that procurable or will you have to go through 
condemnation proceedings to get it? ; 

General ALLEN. We have an option to buy that. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What is the engineering status of this project, 
Captain? 

aptain McHenry. Item 1, ‘Trunk highway,’ was engineered by 
Perrow & Brockenbrough of Richmond, Va., during the past 6 months 
at a price of $11,372. 

Item No. 2 was engineered by Whitman, Requardt & Associates 
of Baltimore, Md., during the past 6 months, at a price of $9,000. 

Item No. 3, the estimate for the land, was prepared by the public 
works officer at the Marine Corps schools at Quantico, Va., at Govern- 
ment expense. 

General ALLEN. The next item at the Marine Corps schools, Quan- 
tico, Va., is item No. 4, “Improvements to training facilities,” costing 
$653,000. This project will clear 2,844 acres of land and provide 3 
mess areas to serve 600 to 900 personnel. This project is urgently 
required to provide an area for tactical problems for officers under- 
going basic training and is necessary to provide additional problem 
sites. An officer undergoing basic training spends approximately 60 
percent of his time in the field undergoing training. All officers coming 
into the Marine Corps receive training at the Marine Corps schools, 
Quantico, and this training area is urgently required to provide as 
much realistic combat type training as possible. 

The next item, item 5, provides for ammunition storage facilities, 
estimated to cost $199,000 and will provide 1 triple-section concrete 
magazine, 3 flat-roof concrete magazines, 2 prefabricated metal 
magazines, and 1 covered concrete platform. This project will provide 
proper storage for ammunition and will prevent deterioration of 
ammunition. 

The next item is a project for the Guadalcanal area central camp, 
estimated to cost $4,400,000 and provide bachelor officers’ quarters, 
bachelor officers’ mess, an academic building, heating plant, and 

necessary utilities and services. This project is urgently required to 
provide basic school facilities for training newly commissioned Marine 
Corps officers in their duties and responsibilities. There are 10 
adequate facilities now available to provide living facilities for these 
newly commissioned officers at their training area. 
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The next item is item No. 7, medical facility, costing $1,043,000 and 
is urgently required to replace the existing dispensary which is a tem- 
porary building, built in 1940. This existing building is a fire hazard 
and is functionally unfit for medical use. If this project is not pro- 
vided, the health of the command will be continually jeopardized by 
the use of unfit facilities. Item 8 is a project for 2 storehouses, esti- 
mated to cost $42,000 and will provide 8,000 square feet of covered 
storage to protect the supplies and materials which must be handled 
by Engineer Maintenance Supply Section and the Reclamation and 
Salvage Section. The next item, item 9, will provide for post main- 
teposnce shops and administration building, costing $2,135,000, and is 
urgently required to replace 21 miscellaneous shop buildings, located 
throughout the post. The existing maintenance facilities at the Ma- 
rine Corps Schools are totally inadequate. This project also provides 
for an administration building at the Marine Corps Schools. At pres- 
ent administration of the Marine Corps Schools is accomplished in a 
barracks building which is urgently needed for its intended purpose. 
The next item, item 10, is required to provide family housing, costing 
$4,121,700 and will provide 3 field grade officers’ quarters at $20,250 
each, and 104 junior officers’ quarters at $15,200 each, and 193 enlisted 
men’s quarters at $12,850 each. This project is urgently required to 
provide needed family housing for married officers and qualified en- 
listed personnel at this station to relieve the current existing shortage. 


Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, Catir. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will take up the next item, Marine Corps 
Recruit Depot, San Diego, Calif., wherein you are requesting $120,000, 
which is made up of a reception center at Camp Matthews, for $71,000, 
and paving, $49,000. 

The plant value is $16,036,570; funded construction not in plant 
value, $582,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 
1956 authorization, $120,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$120,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, $1,370,000. 

Will you present the justifications, please? 

General ALLEN. Project, item 1, for the reception center, Camp 
Matthews, is for a one-story building, 2,740 square feet and includes 
site clearing and collateral equipment. This is a requirement at 
Camp Matthews, an unpopulated area, 14 miles from metropolitan 
San Diego, and the only facilities available for families visiting recruits 
consist of pyramidal tents with no adequate sanitary facilities. The 
proposed building will accommodate 160 visitors at the camp each 
weekend. If not corrected, the existing condition will result in poor 
public relations and publicity for the Marine Corps as a whole. The 
morale of the recruits is lowered considerably when their families 
visit them and find the existing conditions so deplorable. 

lhe paving item is urgently required to eliminate an unsanitary 
condition generated by continual clouds of dust being blown into the 
messhalls by the prevailing winds during the dry season and mud 
being carried in during inclement weather. If this is not approved, 
the existing unsanitary condition will continue to exist to the detri- 
ment of the health and morale of the personnel. 


am SHEPPARD. What is the engineering situation at this project, 
please? 
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Captain McHenry. The project was advance-planned by the dis. 
trict public works officer of the 11th Naval District, at Governmen; 
expense, within the past 6 months. 


Marine Corps Tratinrina Center, Twenty-Nine Pats, Catir. 


Mr. SuHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Marine Corps 
Training Center, Twenty-Nine Palms, Calif., family housing for gen. 
eral officer and senior officer, field grade, involving a total request of 
$47,300. 

General ALLEN. That is for 2-family quarters, for general officer and 
1 field officer, senior officer quarters. There are no quarters of that 
size within the area, and it is designed to meet the Defense Depari- 
ment criteria for the senior officers. 

Mr. Suepparp. I notice that Twenty-Nine Palms has a little more 
glowing future than Barstow. It is estimated in the future, of course, 
that there will be a $4,034,900 expansion. 

We will pick up the next item, reflected in volume 3, classified, 
reflected as Fleet Marine Corps facilities wherein you are requesting 
$45 million. 

At this installation there is no plant value; funded construction uot 
in plant value, none; existiag unfunded authorization, none; the pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $45 million; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $45 million; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
none. I notice that the expenditures that I referred to a moment ago 
are in the classified category, General 

General ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparpD. You will make a presentation to the committee, off 
the record, as to the location and the requirements and the total 
amount requested. 

(Off the record discussion.) 

Mr. Suepparp. This request is made necessary under your present 
expansion program; is that correct? 

(Off the record presentation.) 

Mr. SHepparp. You have another item, just referred to, also classi. 
fied, in the amount of $64,000. At this installation there is no plant 
value; funded construction not in plant value, none; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $64,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $64,000; and the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $1,083,000. 

Will you supply us with that presentation, please? 

(Off the record discussion.) 

Mr. Suepparp. I want to thank you, General, for your appearance 
and your responses to our interrogatories. 

General ALLEN. Thank you. 


Wepnespay, JULY 6, 1955. 
ORDNANCE FaciLiries—CoNTINENTAL 


Mr. SHepparp. The committee will come to order. 
I see we have with us this morning Admiral Withington. _ 
Have you a prepared statement you wish to make at this time’ 
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Admiral WirHINGTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SHepparp. All right. We will not interrupt you. 


GENERAL STATEMENT OF CHIEF OF BUREAU OF ORDNANCE 


Admiral Witxineron. Gentlemen, the objective of the Bureau of 
Ordnance public works program is to provide the facilities necessary 
to support the Bureau’s mission. The facilities in this program are 
required to prosecute successfully an integrated program of research, 
design, development, manufacture, storage, distribution, and issue of 
ordnance and ammunition to the fleet and for certain requirements of 
the Army and Air Force. 

To achieve this objective, new appropriation totaling $21,713,000 
is requested: $15,444,000 for facilities in this country and $6,269,000 
for facilities overseas including the provision of a small amount of 
military family housing at 2 classified locations. This program is 
divided into six broad functional types. The number of projects in 
each type, the dollar value of each type, and the percentage comparison 
of this cost to the total are as follows: 


Number Percent 
Type of project of » »f total 
projects “ost 





Ammunition storage--__- sr at a le inating Atala i : $4, 871, 000 
Research and dev elopment_ a aS Ae ee 5 | 4, 748, 000 
Ammunition production and renov ation. zo < eae 3, 860, 000 
Explosive safety _ . se eli cl died ear lana ie ake 2, 051, 000 
Self-liquidating in less than 10 vears_. “ef ae 5, 081, 000 
Miscellaneous to improve morale or comply with public NG cosh hs j 1, 102, 000 


ee eee Shs Mi etidgd 40 asia RRR as kee 0 ea dh : 21, 713, 000 


The facilities under each type are as follows: 


A. Ammunition storage (continental): 
Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Calif., ammunition 
storage and test facility $188, 000 
Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va., ammunition storage and 
test facility 3, 000 
Ammunition storage (overseas): Location classified, ammuni- 
On Storage facurmie#.....................- sft Nits es , 570, 000 


Subtotal 871, 000 


B. Research and development (continental): 

Naval aviation ordnance test station, Chincoteague, Va., 

aviation ordnance research and development facilities , 944, 000 
Naval Ordnance Aerophysies Laboratory, Daingerfield, Tex., 

steam ejectors and barometric condensers , 111, 000 
Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Md., experimental pro- 

pellant processing facilities 647, 000 
Naval underwater ordnance station, Newport, R. I., torpe- 

do launching devices test facility Aa ae TS 370, 000 
Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Md., modernize 

Sap. bw. att a kw tS BL 1, 976, 000 


Subtotal 4, 748, 000 
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C. Ammunition production and renovation (continental): 

Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev., develop water 

supply system $504, 000 
Naval powder factory, Indian Head, Md., improve potable 

water system 460, 000 
Naval torpedo station, Keyport, Wash., quality evaluation 

laboratory 376, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, Louisville, Ky., ordnance drawing 

storage, reproduction and revision facility 927, 000 
Naval magazine, Port Chicago, Calif., X-ray housing 

facility 241, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, St. Juliens Creek, Va., central 

steam plant 420, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Shumaker, Ark., barricaded trans- 

fer depot 765, 000 
Ammunition production and renovation (overseas): Naval 

ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H., rocket testing facility __ 167, 000 


Subtotal 3, 860, 000 


D. Explosive safety (continental) : 
Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Calif., ammunition 
renovation facility 326, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev., complete barri- 
COO tener GNONe~ «oe oo eos os Sbeecccccdcdss 760, 000 
Explosive safety (overseas) : 
Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: 
Barricaded classification yard, West Loch 515, 000 
Barricaded sidings, Lualualei 450, 000 


Subtotal 2, 051, 000 


E. Self-liquidating in less than 10 years (continental): 

Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, 8. C., ammunition 

renovation facility 193, 000 
Naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J., refrigerated mine 

battery storage building 59, 000 
Naval ordnance plant, Macon, Ga., inert manufacturing 

building 3, 800, 000 
Naval ammunition and net depot, Seal Beach, Calif., im- 

prove waterfront facilities 1, 029, 000 


Subtotal 5, 081, 000 


F. Miscellaneous to improve morale or comply with public laws 
(continental): 
Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev., low-cost hous- 
ing community improvements 160, 000 
Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, Calif., all faith 
chapel 375, 000 
Miscellaneous to improve morale or comply with public laws 
(overseas): 
Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H., sewage disposal 
EROS... anu on nMnnnisoe Malmiadpan-kiude os hen 250, 000 
Naval ordnance facility, Sasebo, Japan, subsistence and 
barracks facilities 66, 000 
Location classified: 
Family housing, 1 senior officer, 1 junior officer, 8 en- 
listed men 138, 000 
Family housing, 1 senior officer, 1 junior officer, 6 en- 
listed men 113, 000 
Subtotal 1, 102, 000 


Grand total 21, 713, 000 
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Mr. SHEepparpD. Any questions, gentlement, pertaining to the 
statement? 

Mr. ANDREWS. No questions. 

Mr. SuHepparp. All right, gentlemen. We will then go into the 
breakdown of the justifications for the total of $21 million-plus. 


Navat AMMUNITION Depot, CHARLESTON, S. C. 


We will pick up the first item, ‘“Naval ammunition depot, Charles- 
ton, S. C.,”? $193,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $6,229,039; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $2,561,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $193,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $193,000; the estimated future ap- 
propriation required, $493,000. 

Present your justification requirement. 

Admiral Crarx. Mr. Chairman, the Naval ammunition depot, 
Charleston, S. C., now receives, stores, issues, and renovates, except 
for modification, all types of ammunition. 

This project is to permit us to renovate ammunition at this depot 
and thereby save the transportation costs which now accrue by ship- 
ping this ammunition to an inland depot. 

We have a big backlog there because the inland depots are fully 
occupied and we feel that we can amortize the cost of this facility in 
about 2 years. 

It will require only six additional people to run the facility, and it 
will not require a reduction in people in any of the other depots be- 
cause they are fully occupied now, and still a backlog is accumulating 
in Charleston. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Under item 1, section B, under “Turnout,” what 
do you mean by that? Is it a deadhead switch? 

Admiral Ciark. It is a single switch. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. An interconnecting switch? 

Admiral Crarx. That is right. 

Mr. SHEepparD. They are sometimes called deadenders in the 
justifications. Admiral Perry, what is the status of the engineering 
features connected with this? 

Admiral Perry. The advance planning for this project, Mr. Chair- 
man, was performed by the district public works officer of the 6th 
Naval District. 

As a consequence the charge for the advance planning was just set 
up against the operating expenses of the office. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

_Mr. Anprews. I notice you have an estimated future appropria- 
tions requirement of $493,000. Does it take that much in addition 
to the $193,000 to bring this station up to date? 

Admiral CLarkx. That is future after this is completed, sir. I 
have a list of the probable projects which we will submit next year 
if you care to go into it. 

Mr. AnprEws. That is all. 

Mr. Ostertac. I have no questions. 
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NavaL Aviation OrpNANCE TrEst STATION, CHINCOTEAGUE, V\.. 


Mr. SuHepparp. The next item is the naval aviation ordnance test 
station at Chincoteague, Va. 

You are asking for $644,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $2,511,799; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $644,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $644,000; the estimated future appropriation 
required, $3,009,000. 

Will you proceed with your justification, gentlemen? 

Admiral CLark. This first item, sir, under “Aviation ordnance 
research and development facilities,” is for gun-test facilities. This 
is to conduct development and operational tests of aircraft guns in 
the plane and on the ground where a full series of tests can be run 
without taking off into the air and under controlled conditions. 

The contractors will work right with the Navy in working out the 
bugs in new materials, and we will save gas, time, and people by being 
able to do it in one place. 

Mr. SuHepparp. And money will be saved? 

Admiral Ciark. That is right. 

Mr. SHEeppARD. It is an economic approach to the problem with 
which you have to deal, anyway. Is that true? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

The second item is for controlled temperature and firing bay wherein 
we can operate in temperature ranges from minus 100 degrees Fahren- 
heit to plus 170 degrees Fahrenheit, and test the fire control and guns 
under temperature and altitude conditions. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering status pertaining to this 
project, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by Clark, Bulr 
& Nexsen, Norfolk, Va., at a cost of $1,600. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see you have stricken from your justifications the 
following language: 


And shop facilities for on-site modification of weapons and components. 


What was the reason for that elimination? Isn’t that necessary to 
the project and its successful operation? 

Captam Larrp. It was deleted for approximately the reason you 
gave, sir. We have also reconsidered it again for next year’s program, 
and the Bureau of Ordnance at the present time has decided not to 
ask for it in the 1957 program. 

}» Mr. SHepparp. While it is deleted from your justifications, insofar 
as the language is concerned, I do not see where it is deleted from the 
cost. 

Captain Larrp. Yes, sir. The original cost was $779,000, I believe, 
and the cost was deleted and it was brought down to $644,000, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on this item? 

Mr. AnprEws. No, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Osrertac. Is there any relationship in the location of this 
installation to Norfolk? It is near Norfolk, is it not? 

Admiral Ciark. It has the same relationship to Norfolk as far as 
this station goes as it does any other air facility. In other words, all 
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types of planes and guns will be tested at the station. It just happens 
to be near Norfolk. 

There are other functions performed at Chincoteague which are 
hooked in directly with the operations at Norfolk. 

We are asking for room for field carrier landing practice at Chinco- 
teague, but this ordnance facility will service the whole United States 
so far as ordnance testing is concerned. 

Mr. OsrertaG. Is this parimarily a research and development and 
testing evaluation installation? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 

Mr. OstertaG. And for that reason you require a large parcel of 
land. lnotice the total land area owned is 4,436 acres and in addition, 
vou lease 3,182. 
~ Admiral CLark. Yes. sir. That land includes some outlying targets, 
in marshy lands and places such as that. 

In other words, we have some target and restricted areas near 
Chincoteague under command of Chincoteague, but——— 

Mr. OsterRTAG. Is it more practical to lease this land rather than to 
purchase it? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, that land is on Wallop’s Island and it 
is State owned. Because the lease is for only $380 a year for the entire 
parcel of land it is certainly much more economical to lease it than it 
would be to acquire it in fee. 


NavaL Province Grounp, DAHLGREN, Va. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will skip the next item because it has been 
stricken from the justifications, and I assume that is the result of 
action by the Armed Services Legislative Committee. 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir. That is not yet finished business. 

Mr. Suepparp. Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Va., which I 
find stricken from the justification. 

What was the reason for its being stricken? 

Admiral Cuark. I believe it should not have been stricken, sir. 
It does appear in the Senate report. It is approved by the Senate, 
and the Congress as a whole has not acted on it as yet. 

Mr. SHepparp. Was it stricken legislatively? 

Admiral Ciark. It was stricken by the House Armed Services 
Committee with the remark by the chairman that should the Senate 
put it back in he would reconsider it. 

If | may go off the record? 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. Is it your request at this time that this committee 
consider the naval proving ground at Dahlgren, Va., land acquisition 
umounting to $200,000? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Soepparp. Very well. Gentlemen, we will void the draw- 
through and I will ask you to make your presentation for the land 
acquistion at the naval proving ground at Dahlgren, Va., in the 
amount. of $200,000. 

We also find a deficiency in the Senate report. It is not listed there. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $18,776,012; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $218,000; existing unfunded 
uuthorization, $1,571,600; the proposed 1956 authorization, $200,000; 
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the proposed 1956 appropriation, $200,000; the estimated future 
appropriation required, $6,747,000. 

dmiral Ciarx. Mr. Chairman, this is for the acquisition of 850 
acres of land adjacent to our naval proving grounds at Dahlgren jy 
order to give safety distance. 

We have the responsibility of production proving two types of 
rockets at the moment—a 2%-inch rocket and a 5-inch rocket. 

We are doing it for both the Navy and the Air Force. 

Some years ago we requested and obtained authority and funds to 
install the rocket launcher, and at the same time we requested author- 
ity and funds for the land for which we are asking today. 

At that time we were permitted to get the rocket launcher throug) 
facilities money. But when they considered the land we were told by 
the Senate and House Armed Services Committee that they consid- 
ered the land should come in the public works program. 

We therefore addressed letters to the two committees, Senate and 
House, requesting this land in the public works program, and we got 
a reply from the House that they had no objection to our acquisition 
of this land. 

Senator Russell did not reply in writing, but gave the apparently 
oral assurance from his office that they knew of no objection, so we 
went ahead and built the rocket launcher. 

Last year we came up and asked for the land. It was approved in 
the House Armed Services Committee, disapproved in the Senate. 

This year it stands deleted from the report of the House Armed 
Services Committee and approved in the Senate Armed Services 
Committee, and as of this moment there has been no conference so 
far as I know on the subject. 

This land is owned by one man who lives in Nebraska and spends 
his summers there. 

The Bureau of Ordnance does not feel it is safe to fire these rockets 
in the close proximity of this man’s land because of the possibility 
that a stray may land and kill somebody. Also we do not want to 
lease the land because it might be filled with duds which might or 
might not be found and somebody plowing 20 years from now might 
get his head blown off in case it reverts to the owner. 

That is the present status of this project, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. You have already procured the rocket launcher? 

Admiral Ciarkx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is ready for installation? 

Admiral Ciark. It is installed, minus the rails. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Partially completed so far as installation is con- 
cerned? 

Admiral Cuarx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. You consider it a pertinent part of the Dahlgren 
operation. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

This is the land we will acquire, sir, the dark portion. 

The red spot on the map is the man’s house. 

We own the green, and our launcher is shown to the left where 
Captain Laird is pointing. 

Mr. Ostertac. Do you always shoot in the same direction over 
the water? 
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Admiral CuarK. Yes. We carefully control our shooting so if 
anybody is coming up or down the river they have all kinds of warn- 
ing. They will not shoot if there is any traffic. 

‘Mr. Suepparp. In fact you keep patrol boats out there? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is right. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What did you say was the total amount of acreage 
involved? 

Admiral CiarKk. 850, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Asking $200,000 for it. 

Is there willingness on the part of the owner to dispose of the land 
at the figure you have indicated? 

Admiral CLiark. There is a lack of willingness on his part to dispose 
of it for any amount of money so far as I know, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Apparently you will have to go into condemnation 
proceedings to get the property. Is that correct? 

Admiral Ciark. I believe we would; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is your intention to procure the entire amount 
of acreage blacked out on the map? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. 

Last year the only objection voiced was from this one gentlemen. 
I don’t know whether the other four people have voiced objection or 
acquiescence, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Captain, insofar as the project is concerned this 
has been appraised and I assume there has been no engineering tech- 
nique required on a project of this character? 

Admiral Perry. No engineering at all. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

Mr. ANpREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Osrrertrac. Here again I cannot help but raise the question. 
If this authorization is not granted what relationship would it have to 
your future planning for this installation? 

Admiral Cuarx. I think I would have to get Admiral Withington 
to answer that. 

It is my understanding we will have to move the rocket launcher 
somewhere else, at tremendous expense, or not do the type of testing 
which is required. That would mean our rockets in service would bring 
about a high percentage of duds. 


NavaAL OrDNANCE AxpropuHysics LABORATORY, DAINGERFIELD, TEX. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, ‘Naval Ordnance 


9? 


Aerophysics Laboratory at Daingerfield, Tex.,’”’ where you ask for 
$1,111,000 for steam ejectors and barometric condensers. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $14,409,956; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $349,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,111,000; 
the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,111,000; the estimated future 
appropriation required, $1,184,000. 

Will you present your justification for the funds requested? 

Admiral CLarx. At present we have 4 steam jet ejectors in opera- 
tion and 2 are being installed. 

With the proposed 6 we will have 12. These added ejectors are 
required first to provide a means for testing ram-jet engines now 
under development over their entire altitude range. 
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Second, this is to provide facilities to study and develop engines fo; 
higher speed missiles. Each ejector requires 30,000 pounds of steam 
an hour. Therefore we will require 360,000 pounds of steam for 
ejectors alone. 

Mr. Suepparp. This is part of another project to which we referred 
vesterday, is it not, insofar as this type of ejector is concerned? Wy, 
are not talking about the installation of it, but the fabrication. 

Didn’t we have something on that yesterday? 

Admiral Ciark. I don’t recall it, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the engineering status of this, Admiral 
Perry? 

Admiral Perry. This has been thoroughly advance planned by 
the district public works officer, 8th Naval District, at Government 
expense. 

Mr. SHepparp. And this project has been screened by those who 
should do this work. Is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions, gentlemen? 

Mr. AnprREws. No questions. 

Mr. Suepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. OsrertaG. No questions. 


Navat AmMuNITION Depot, Earue, N. J. 


Mr. SHepparD. Next item, naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J. 
refrigerated mine battery storage building, $59,000. 


I note at this installation the plant value is $52,006,563; funded 
construction not io the plant value, $73,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $59,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $59,000; the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $155,000. 

Admiral Ciark. This item is to provide refrigerated storage for 
batteries which will extend the shelf life of batteries two and a half 
times over the experience during normal temperatures. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are these batteries typical of the so-called standard 
batteries? They are larger, of course, but they are comparable with 
other batteries. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. These are to be used in mine com- 
ponents. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Because of their sensitivity, as it were, you find it 
necessary to keep them in cold storage for preservation purposes as 
against the so-called dry storage used for batteries of lesser charac- 
teristics. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuarx. That is correct, sir. We think we will amortize 
this project in a very few years because our replacement program, 
that is the procurement program can be cut because we will not have 
so Many worn out. 

Mr. Sueprarp. What are the temperatures under which these bat- 
teries have to be kept? 

Admiral CLtarx. Minus 30 degrees, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the engineering feature connected with this 
situation, Admiral Perry? 
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Admiral Perry. This was advance planned by the district public 
works office of the 3d Naval District. A complete analysis was made 
of this project, and again the cost of the advance planning was 
absorbed by the Government. 

Mr. SHpepparD. I would assume that for the requirement referred 
to by the Admiral, that any standard type of cold storage would 
meet the specification requirements. Is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Of course it would all depend on your tonnage 
displacement to meet your degree requirement? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions, gentlemen? 

Mr. ANpDREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Osrertac. Admiral, in your justifications, under the factual 
data, you have pointed out that this installation acts as a principal 
overseas transshipment point for Armed Forces ammunition. 

Does that mean that this installation serves all the branches of 
the military? 

Admiral WirHinGtTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertTAG. In your comment about amortization, was it your 
contention that this renovation and other activities such as overhaul, 
are a money-saving operation in that it eliminates need for additional 
new ammunition? Was that the point? 

Admiral CLtarKk. That is correct. 

Mr. Osrertac. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


NavaL AMMUNITION Depot, FALLBROOK, CALIF. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. All right, gentlemen, the next item, naval ammu- 
nition depot, Fallbrook, Calif., where you asked for $514,000. 

This is composed of two subsidiary requirements, to wit, ammu- 
nition renovation facility, where you ask for $326,000, and ammunition 
storage and test: facility, $188,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $8,541,472; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded author- 
ization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $514,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $514,000; the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $2,500,000. 

You will present your justifications. 

Admiral CLtarkx. This is for renovating the ammunition used by 
marines at Camp Pendleton and by the fleet in the San Diego area. 
The renovation consists of segregating it, maintaining its ‘exterior 
and modification, that is disassembling certain parts and replacing 
parts. 

Mr. SHEepparD. In other words, it is the same type of renovation 
you have used heretofore when you are in the field of renovating 
ammunition? 

Admiral CLarxK. That is correct. We have at present to ship this 
to Hawthorne, and again we would save the handling and transporta- 
tion charges, and we expect that it will amortize itself in less than 
2 years. 

Mr. SHepparp. What about the storage and test facility? Is that 
a dry-storage operation? 
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Admiral Ciark. This is to test in a controlled atmosphere every 
6 months this ammunition so as to insure its serviceability. Wp 
need explosion-proof wiring, air conditioning, and fire protection, 
and that is what you will notice is listed under some of the charges 
in item 2. 

We need this by June of 1956, if possible, to meet our production 
schedule. 

Mr. SHerparD. In other words, this is a specialized weapon 
facility, is it not? 

Admiral Wiruineron, Yes, it is. 

Mr. Suepparp. Perhaps you had better call it a specialized facility 
for special types of ammunition. 

Aaesial ITHINGTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, SHepparpD. What is the engineering characteristic connected 
with this, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advance planned by the 
district public works officer, 11th Naval District. The cost again is 
absorbed in the cost of the operation of the office of the district public 
works officer, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Questions, Mr. Andrews? 

Mr. AnprEws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Osrertac. In this operation of an ammunition depot, and 
more specifically the renovation facility, is it necessary to have large 
areas of land in connection with it in order to isolate it from anything 
else by way of buildings and people? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Wiruineron. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. Is that the reason why you have in connection 
with this depot some 9,147 acres, and in the one in New Jersey you 
show 11,000 acres? 

Admiral Wiruineton. That is right. 

Mr. Osrertaa. Is that the principal reason? 

Admiral WirHinaeTon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrertaa. In other words, there are large areas of land not 
used but which separate this depot from civilian and other military 
operations? 

Admiral Ciark. Except for the ‘‘not used’ that is correct. 

Mr. OstertaG. What is the exception? 

Admiral Ciarx. Except for the phrase “not used’’ that is correct. 

We do use that land for storage, in other words, for underground 
‘magazines. We use the land but do not give it a high rate of utili- 
zation. These things must be separated. 

Mr. Ostertaa. I didn’t mean to imply that, because I assumed, 
too, that you had to have wide distances between magazines and 
other operations there. 


NavaL AMMuNITION Depot, Hawrnorne, Nev. 


Mr. Sueprarp. All right, gentlemen, pick up the next item, naval 
ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev., where you ask for $1,424,000. 

This is composed of low-cost housing and community improve- 
ments, $160,000; development of water supply systems, $504,000; 
and completion of barricades at loading docks, $760,000. 
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| note at this installation the plant value is $71,986,923; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $7,362,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,424,000; 
the proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,424,000; the estimated future 
appropriation required, $13,611,000. 

Present your justifications for the housing first, please, and then 
proceed with the other two thereafter. 

Admiral CuarKk. The first is for improvements in a low cost housing 
area Where civilian workmen at the depot are housed, and it provides 
for curb studies and sidewalks for that area, which as you know is in 
the middle of the desert, sir, and is subjected to flash floods and also a 
great deal of dust. 

This will permit them to drive their cars and also to grow grass in 
the other areas which they keep up themselves if the proper drainage 
can be obtained. 

The second item is for the development of the water supply systems. 
We had to drill a well in the fall of 1954, and the new estimates of snow- 
fall from the mountains, which usually results in provision of more 
water for Hawthorne, has been far below normal so that we must 
provide a means of segregating the potable water from the other 
water to make sure that we utilize all the water that is available. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are you still having trouble with the stock in that 
area? 

Admiral Wirurneron. I know of none, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You had some a year ago. They were encroaching 
on your streams and giving you some trouble. At least that is the 
testimony we had on this particular operation at Hawthorne as I 
recall it. 

Admiral Wirntneron. As you know, sir, the mountain range and 
desert there 

Mr. SHepparpD. There was encroachment on the north side. It 
seems the Forestry Department leased some land there for stock 
purposes and you were having some difficulty. 

Admiral Wirxtneton. I never heard of it, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right. 

Admiral CuarKx. The last item is to complete the barricades at the 
loading docks for safety purposes. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What is the status of this engineeringwise, Admiral 
Perry? 

Admiral Perry. Item No. 1 was advance planned by the Indenco 
Engineers, Ine., Oakland, Calif., at a cost of $4,700. 

Item No. 2 was advance planned by the same concern at a cost of 
$2,000. 

Item No. 3 was advance planned by the office of the district public 
works officer, 12th Naval District. 

Mr. SHepparD. To what depth do you have to go in those wells 
to get a supply of water? 

Captain Larrp. Eight to nine hundred feet on an average, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. All pumping and no artesian? 

Captain Larrp. That is right. 

Mr. Ostrrtac. Why is this ammunition depot located in Nevada? 


ls it because of a central location for this type of operation for all 
services? 
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Admiral Wirntneton. No, sir. This is the backup depot for th 
Pacific Fleet behind the Sierra Nevada Mountains. It was bough 
in the 1920’s and consists of 250 square miles. It is an enormoys 
place, mostly mountain range. 

Mr. SHepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. OstrertaG. We have expended considerable sums here in con. 
nection with this operation and there is a tremendous area of land 
involved in this operation. I am wondering if there is any relation. 
ship to the general atomic operations which take place in that section 
of the country? 

Admiral Wirnineton. No, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. That is all. 


Navat Powperr Factory, Inp1AN Heap, Mp. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, “Naval Powder 
Factory, Indian Head, Md.,”’ wherein you request a total of $1,107,000, 
made up of 2 contributory requirements, improvement of potable 
water system in the amount of $460,000, and experimental propellant 
processing facilities in the amount of $647,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $27,866,425; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $1,154,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,230,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $1,230,000; the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $2,884,000. 

Will you present your justifications for those requirements? 

Admiral Ciarkx. The frst item is for improvement of the potable 
water system, sir. We have placed new production facilities into 
operation and we have greater occupancy of title VIII housing so 
that there is an increased daily consumption of potable water by 
one-half million gallons a day. For safe operation, about 50 percent 
of the daily consumption should be available in storage. The pro- 
posed item will increase the storage from 13 percent to 43 percent, 
which will alleviate the present critical storage deficiency and elimi- 
nate tha existing danger of contamination from overpumping of 
existing wells. 

The second item is for experimental propellant processing facilities. 
The Bureau of Ordnance is working on the development of new type 
solid propellants for guns, missiles, and so on, but has insufficient 
space for the operation and requires the items listed, totaling $647,000, 
for this experimental processing facility. 

Mr. Suepparp. What are the engineering features, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. With respect to item 1, it was advance planned 
by Carlson & Sweatt of New York City at a cost of $3,650. The 
second item was advance planned by Day & Zimmerman of Phila- 
delphia at a cost of $5,841. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions on this item? 

Mr. AnpReEws. No questions. 

Mr. Osrertag. No questions. 
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Nava OrpNANCE Test Sration, [NyokerRN, Carina Lake, CaALir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, reflected as the 

Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, China Lake, Calif., wherein 
you request $375,000 for a chapel. 
" T note at this installation the plant value is $162,285,950; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $10,151,000; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $375,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $375,000; the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $13,101,000.* 

I would like to know if you have a chapel there at the present time. 

Admiral Cuarx. They are holding chapel in one of the buildings, 
but we have no regular chapel. There is a total population including 
dependents of about 11,000 and there now is room to seat only 
about 125. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the engineering features connected with 
this, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. This chapel was advance planned by Austin, 
Field & Fry of Los Angeles, Calif., at a cost of $2,900. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Any questions? 

Mr. ANpREws. No questions. 

Mr. OstertaG. No questions. 


Navau Torpepo Station, Knyrort, WasH. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, ‘“Naval Torpedo 
Station, Keyport, Wash.,” wherein you are making a request for 


$376,000 for a quality evaluation laboratory. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $8,204,215; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded author- 
ization, pone; the proposed 1956 authorization, $572,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $572,000; the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $486,000. 

I wish you would define that term, “quality evaluation laboratory.”’ 

Admiral Criark. This laboratory ascertains the quality and the 
operability of torpedoes. They make control sampling inspections of 
various torpedo overhaul activities and during the last 2 years there 
has been an indication that there is a general deterioration beyond 
the normal expectation, so this laboratory will try to pin down what 
components of the torpedo are going bad and whether we have a 
right to expect we can leave them on the shelf 6 months, 2 years, or 
3 years, and which parts give way. In this way we hope to set up 
an automatic renovation of only those parts that are shown to need 
renovation. 

Mr. Suepparp. I assume this laboratory will have quite a control 
factor over your inventory requirements, will it not? 

Admiral Crark. Yes; it will. 

Mr. SHepparD. That in itself should prove economical as against 
the indeterminable factors. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, what are the engineering features 
connected with this item? 

Admiral Perry. This item was advance planned by Gould, Johnson 
& Ridley, of Seattle, Wash., at a cost of $1,740. 
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Mr. SHepparp. Any questions on this item? 
Mr. AnprEws. No questions. 
Mr. OstertaGc. No questions. 


Navat OrpDNANCE PLANT, Lovisvit_e, Ky. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item, ‘Naval Ordnance 
Plant, Louisville, Jefferson County, Ky.,” wherein you are requesting 
$927,000 for an Ordnance drawing storage, reproduction, and revision 
facility. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $10,132,030; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $927,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $927,000; the estimated future appropriation 
required, $840,000. 

Present your justifications for this requirement. 

Admiral Crarx. The magnitude of the job of storing prints and 
reproductions of Ordnance equipment is perhaps well expressed by 
this data. The Bureau of Ordnance has military drawings and 
reproductions in storage totaling 6 million. They reproduce each 
year 9 milion. There are 15,000 drawing revisions a year and 
150,000 new military drawings are made a year. This is to take the 
storage part of this operation out of the gun factory, where they are 
very crowded for space, and also to provide an additional storage 
facility. 

We also cross-file Army drawings and we want to store them in 
Louisville. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How many times are those drawings referred to 
where they reflect economic benefits to the Department? 

Admiral Wirxineron. One important factor is this plant is an 
additional headquarters for the Bureau of Ordnance. Therefore, it is 
important to have the master drawings at the same time. 

Mr. SHEeppaArD. I know you have to provide a place to store your 
drawings. That is a naval requirement, is it not? 

Admiral Wirxineron. It is not only a naval requirement. We 
must have drawings. 

Mr. SHepparp. But once you have accomplished the end purpose 
of the drawings and specifications, what further service do those 
drawings contribute to your operations as of next month and next 
year? Are we protecting the drawings as a matter of preserving 
records, or are we protecting drawings that have a beneficial reaction 
on the expenditure of funds? 

Admiral Wirxnineron. Each ship has photoprints of all its drawings. 
As modifications are made it is necessary to show the modifications 
so that there is a continuing need for the drawings. 

Mr. Suepparp. I think we have discussed in the past the pos- 
sibility of microfilming to conserve space. What study has been made 
of that and what conclusion has been reached? 

Admiral Wirninaton. We have gone into microfilming extensively 
with correspondence. We have not found it effective with drawings. 

Mr. SHepparD. My attention has been called to the following 
language in the justifications: 

It is urgent that this be provided for in fiscal year 1956 to relieve the serious!) 


overloaded facility at the Naval Gun Factory and to comply with strategic re 
quirements for relocating vital records in areas safer from attack than Washingto?. 
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And yet when we look over your preferential sheet, if I may use 
that terminology, we find it in the semideferred category, in other 
words, supplemental funding. Yet in the justifications you contend 
it is extremely urgent to effect it in fiscal year 1956. What is the 
compatibility of the two statements? 

Admiral WirHtneton. Obviously they are not compatible. My 
own position, which I think is sound, is that this is an urgent need. 

Mr. SHepparD. Then the statement in your justifications is the 
proper one? 

Admiral Wiruineton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That leads me to ask the next question, gentlemen, 
Why was it classified as a secondary requirement if it has this urgency? 

Admiral Citarkx. Mr. Chairman, everything in this book is urgent 
and if we could we would like to take them up this year. This is one 
of the things we felt we could take a calculated risk on because we can 
operate at a risk for another year under these very unsatisfactory 
conditions. That is true of all these supplemental fundings. They 
are not nonurgent; they are extremely urgent; but we had to put the 
things we were actually operating today frst, We are operating and 
we felt we can operate another year, but it is not desirable to do so. 

Mr. SHepparpb. In other words, this is another case where you have 
considered first things must come first and then you have made certain 
selections as to which things you think are first? 

Admiral CLark. That is right. 

Admiral Perry, what are the engineering features connected with 
this item? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by Hark, Stern, 


Lewis & Henry, of Louisville, Ky., at a cost of $4,000. 


NavaL ORDNANCE PLANT, Macon, Ga. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, Naval Ordnance 
Plant, Macon, Ga., wherein you request $3,800,000 for an inert 
manufacturing building. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $4,698,537; funded 
construction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authori- 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $3,800,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $3,800,000; the estimated future appropria- 
tion required, $562,000. 

Gentlemen, let us have a full explanation of this type of operation 
because it is one that every once in a while we wonder about. 

Admiral Ciark. This item, Mr. Chairman, provides for the con- 
struction of an industrial-type building for manufacturing inert 
components of ordnance material. By relieving the present over- 
crowding of production machinery, the plant capacity will increase 
25 percent with no increase in personnel, resulting in annual savings 
to the Government of $778,000. The cost of this facility will he 
amortized in less than 5 years. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is this a type of production that cannot be done 
by private business? 

Admiral Cuarx. It can be done by private business, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. How did you get by the Secretary of Defense with 
this, Admiral? 

Admiral CLtark. Because he was convinced that because of the 
hature of this particular operation, in the first place he was not sure 
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private interests would be interested in it; and the second thing js 
that it gives a continuity of know-how that the Government can 
control so that in the event of rapid expansion during war private 
business can move in and take over the specialized type of operation 
conducted here. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the total personnel you would use when 
this building was completed for fabrication and production purposes? 

Admiral CLarx. We would be able to get along with about 1,500 
civilians, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Where is this type of work being done? 

Admiral Ciark. It is being done in this plant in overcrowded 
facilities and I think perhaps Captain Laird of the Bureau of Ord- 
nance can show you the conditions as they are now. 

Captain Larrp. [Indicating on chart.] These machines are drill 
presses and they are, as you can see, in a very crowded situation. 
Behind them are some other machines. You can see there is hardly 
any aisle space. 

Mr. Suepparp. In the first place, it is obvious your presses are 
modern. We assume that because of the contour of them. Now 
what is the space between your operating seats? 

Captain Latrp. About 1% feet between the drill presses. 

Mr. SuHepparp. And what is the largest object that can be used in 
the drill presses? 

Admiral Wirxninaton. These are for small parts. 

Mr. SHepparp. You have no large part drills? 

If you do it would undoubtedly be the last one there; is that correct? 

Admiral Wirxincton. Yes. 

On the question of private industry, private industry does about 
95 percent of this work. This is the only pilot plant we have in this 
field. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is it reasonable to assume that you perfect the 
methods of operation and then blueprint those methods and present 
them to private industry for their production in order to avoid 
experimental work in this field? 

Admiral Wirninecron. That is true, similar to the way the pilot 
gun factories operate. 

Mr. SHepparp. Go ahead with your presentation, Captain. 

Captain Larrp. The aisles are so narrow that modern material 
handling equipment cannot be put in here and the material must be 
handled by hand labor. 

Mr. Suepparp. How many square feet do you contemplate adding 
to that facility? 

Captain Larrp. We now have 40,000 square feet. The new build- 
ing will have approximately 170,000 square feet. 

Mr. SuHepparp. And you will pick up the mechanical devices in 
this building and put them in the new building? 

Captain Larrp. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. What will the space be for the operators in the new 
building? 

Captain Larrp. I cannot give the exact figure but it will be m 
accordance with the machine-tool practices. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, what are the engineering features 
connected with this item? 

Admiral Perry. I do not have the figures. 
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Admiral Ctark. A thorough study of this was made both by the 
Navy and by private engineers. 

\ir. SHEPPARD. I presume the new building is based on what we 
call the standard placement category? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What use will you put the old building to when the 
new building is completed? 

Admiral Wiruineton. These are warehouses and will revert to 
that use. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is this building air-conditioned? 

Admiral Wirnineton. No. 

Mr. SHepparD. Will the new building be air-conditioned? 

Admiral Wrrnincton. No. 

Captain Larrp. It will be well ventilated, however. 

Admiral Perry. It need not be air-conditioned. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the temperature condition in that part of 
Georgia? 

Admiral Wirninaton. It is hot. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I thought it was conceded you had a more efficient 
operation in air-conditioned buildings. 

Admiral WirHiIneton. Generally I think that is a true statement. 

Mr. SHeppaArD. If that is the case, what is the mean temperature 
in that particular place, can anybody tell me? 

Captain Larrp. It goes to 100. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It has been known to go to 118, has it not? 

Captain Larrp. I believe it has. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It seems to me if you want to get the peak efficiency 
out of these employed there you should have it air-conditioned and it 
would amortize itself in from 3 to 3% years. 

Admiral Witraineton. I think the explanation is we did not feel 
the expense would justify it. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. OstEerTAG. I cannot help but feel that the chairman has raised 
1 or 2 important questions which are pertinent at the moment in that 
if this specifically relates to the Government going into business or 
expanding or remaining in business where it is possible the Navy might 
utilize private business for these parts, it raises the point of competition 
with private enterprise. Is the manufacture of these component parts 
competitive with private manufacturers? 

Admiral Wiruineton. Yes. 

Mr. OstertaG. In other words, private business does function and 
make these parts? 

Admiral WiruineTon. Yes. 

Mr. OsterraGc. And is it reasonable to assume that they would if 
the Navy did not continue or expand this business? Can private 
business be expected to meet your requirements if given an oppor- 
tunity to do so? 

Admiral Wiraineton. Mr. Ostertag, the reservoir of talent and 
skill is there. The procurement is dropping off drastically and we 
would lose the skill of the contractors if we did not have one plant 
that was our own. ‘This is more pertinent with a gun factory than 
with this. 
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Mr. Osrertac. That may be true, Admiral, but have you ¢. 
deavored to determine the capacity of private industry in this field’ 

Admiral Wiruineron. There is plenty of capacity, sir. There i 
keen competition currently. 

Mr. OstertaG. And yet you feel the Navy is justified in suc 
production? 

Admiral Wiruineton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertaGc. On what grounds? 

Admiral Wirxineton. On the grounds that we have a facility 
which is completely under our own control which is capable of taking 
experimental orders, proving the design, so that we will have prodw. 
tion drawings available to give to industry. 

Mr. OsrertaG. But out Defense Establishment is doing busines 
with private industry in all important fields of military production, 
Why should this particular item or items be separated as something 
requiring experimentation within the control of the Navy as con- 
pared with other items that you are contracting for production’ 
These items are no more essential, are they, than many other thing 
that are manufactured by private enterprise? 

Admiral Wirutneton. This goes back a long ways. The Arny 
Ordnance and Bureau of Ordnance both have maintained control o! 
explosive ammunition components and their assembly. 

Mr. OsrertaG. How is this $778,000 per year saving to be brought 
about? On what grounds do you figure that you can save thai 
much money? 

Admiral Wirnineton. By the layout with an efficient plant. Cap- 
tain Laird has more details on that. 

Captain Lairp. The savings is made up of several items. First, 
the new building will remove the presently congested machinery 
layout resulting in an estimated saving of $264,000 per year. 

Secondly, the present layout does not permit flexibility of tools for 
a streamlined production flow, and the new building would result in 
an estimated saving of $102,000 annually on this. 

Third, due to the present crowded conditions defective parts and 
acceptable parts are sometimes mixed in the process of moving those 
parts. The new building will provide the proper room for inspection 
of parts and we estimate we will save $63,000 per year on that. 

The limited covered working area that we now have often forces 
us to store parts on the outside, exposing them to the weather al 
certain times. By being able to store them inside in the production 
building we expect to save $4,000 per year. 

By having our bar stock issue room in close proximity to ou 
production tooling, we expect to save $30,000 per year. 

We will have improved storage inasmuch as the new building wil 
make additional warehousing available because we can convert these 
buildings back to their original purpose, and that will save approx! 
mately $200,000 per year. 

Mr. OsrertaG. Captain, these are all savings based on your ow! 
estimates in connection with the long-run operation of your own plait 
but they are not comparative savings, are they, to what can be done 
other than through the expansion of this plant, in other words, bY 
going into the open market or contracting with private enterprise fo’ 
these component parts? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 
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Mr. OstertTaG. Are you comparing it with what it would cost you 
to go out in the open market and contract for it? 

Admiral Cuark. No. 

Mr. OsterTAG. Then this savings is based on savings in your own 
operation only? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. OsterTAG. This plant, I take it from your justifications, was 
established in November 1941? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsTeRTAG. As a wartime requirement? 

Admiral CuarKk. Yes. 

Mr. OstertaG. And this project is for more or less an expansion of 
existing facilities? 

Admiral Ciark. It is in size but it is not in operation. After the 
war another plant at Milledgeville, Ga., was shut down and this is 
to continue at our present operating rate with fewer people and at 
less cost. 

Mr. Ostertac. Your planned estimate for civilian personnel is 
1,750 while at the present time you are employing 2,024. What is 
the reason for the reduction? 

Captain Larrp. There is a reduction in the total output for next 
vear coming up. 

Mr. Ostertaa. It is strictly output rather than the fact it will 
require less personnel? 

Captain Larrp. This 1,750 does not reflect the further reduction 
that would be possible if we had more operating space. 

Mr. Osrertaa. How are these civilian people compensated? Is it 
plecework? 

Captain Larrp. No, sir. They are paid by the hour. 

Mr. OstertaGc. How does their compensation compare with the 
compensation paid by private enterprise in the same field? 

Captain Larrp. I am sure the relationship is about the same. We 
have boards that compare local wages with what we are paying and 
we have comparable figures. 

Mr. SHepparp. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Ostertaa. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. However, when you go into your wage adjustment 
it is on a local basis, in a local area? 

Captain Larrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. I just wanted that part of it understood. 

Mr. Ostertac. Are there any private industrial plants manu- 
facturing these component parts in the general area of or a comparable 
area to Macon, Ga.? 

Admiral WirHInGToN. This industry is pretty widely scattered over 
the United States. 

Mr. Osrertac. Then you can compare your wage scale with that 
of private industry making the same products in a comparable area? 

Admiral Wirxnineton. That is right. 

Mr. Osrertac. And you believe there is no substantial difference 
between your scale and theirs? 

Admiral Wirnineton. There may be a temporary one but surveys 
are held once a year in each wage area and we pay a comparable scale 
to that paid in the local labor market. 
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Mr. Osrerraa. It is generally true that Government can produce 
cheaper than private enterprise because of such factors as taxatioy 
and capital expenditure which are an important part of the cost of 
doing business. It seems to me that the matter of wages and wag 
scales, if the same by comparison, should be a known point in deter. 
mining need for this expansion and the justification for it. 

That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Anprews. May I ask one question? 

Mr. SHEepparp. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. ANprEews. Admiral, as I understand this is more or less 
yardstick, this particular factory? 

Admiral Wirnrineton. Yes. 

Mr. Anprews. If it were not for the Navy operating this plant 
you believe you would pay considerably more for the finished product? 

Admiral WituHineron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. Admiral Perry, what are the engineering features 
connected with this item? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by Stephens «& 
Wilkinson of Atlanta, Ga., at a cost of $5,447. 


NavaL UNDERWATER ORDNANCE Station, Newport, R. I. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will now pick up the next item, ““Naval Under- 
water Ordnance Station, Newport, R. I.,’’ wherein you are requesting 
$370,000 for a torpedo launching devices test facility. 

The plant value is $15,813,077 ; funded construction not in the plant 
value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 
authorization, $370,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $370,000; 
the estimated future appropriation required, $2,174,000. 

Will you present your justifications for that requirement? 

Admiral Ciarx. Mr. Chairman, this project is to modify an existing 
building for use as a torpedo launching devices test facility. We want 
to test both above-water and below-water launchers and we want to 
do it under controlled conditions and with instrumented torpedoes 
and launchers because if we continue to test these launchers in the 
fleet we do not get the accuracy we would get in this facility. 

Mr. SHepparp. How many comparable operations of this character 
do you have in the United States? 

Admiral CLark. This will be the only one. 

oe SHEPPARD. What is the engineering technique connected with 
this? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance-planned by Oresto 
DiSaia, of Providence, R. I., at a cost of $2,625. 


Navat MaaGazine, Porr Cuicaco, Cauir. 


Mr. SuepparpD. We will now pick up the next item which is re- 
flected as “‘Naval magazine, Port Chicago, Calif.,”’ wherein you are 
requesting $241,000 for an X-ray housing facility. 

At this installation the plant value is $31,474,082; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $2,438,000; existing unfunded author! 
zation, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,929,000; the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $1,929,000; the estimated future appro- 
priation required, $559,000. 
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Will you present your justifications for this requirement? 

Admiral Curark. Mr. Chairman, this is another case where an error 
in the Department deleted item 1 as a result of the action of the House 
Armed Services Committee that actually should not have been deleted 
until the action of the Senate committee and the result of the con- 
ferees had been ascertained. I would like the chairman’s permission 
to tell him about this first item, which is the acquisition of land, where 
we are requesting authority to acquire 4,520 acres at a cost of 
$1,688,000, and I will provide the backup sheets. 

Mr. SHepparp. If the gentleman knows, what was the reason for 
the deletion? 

Admiral CLark. There were extensive hearings on this. It was 
opposed by certain local elements who were engaged in industry in 
the area. Our reason for acquiring or desiring to acquire the land 
is to provide a safety distance at this major west coast outloading 
facility. Some of the people engaged in industry and some of the 
real-estate people, I imagine, apparently were willing to take a 
calculated risk and continue to operate in this area despite the fact 
we had a disastrous explosion there, as you know. 

The dark green area on the map is what we own at present. The 
ammunition storage is in the lower part and there are outloading 
facilities consisting of piers along the waterfront. 

Mr. SHepparp. Where are you presently doing the work that 
would be done on this acquired land? 

Admiral Crark. This acquisition is merely to provide safety 
distances and prevent further people coming into this area and being 
endangered in case of possible explosions. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Where are you doing the work now? 

Admiral Ctark. We are outloading on our own land along the 
waterfront where the dark green is. The ships tie up, load ammunition, 
and sail. 

Mr. SHepparp. And that is the location where you had your 
explosions? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice a break between the lighter green portion 
of the map and the dark green. The lighter green is property already 
under your control? 

Admiral Cuark. No, sir. That is what we want to acquire. It 
includes those off-lying islands, as you see there. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What is the population of that light green area 
that you wish to acquire? 

Captain Larrp. Approximately 2,709 at Port Chicago, and approxi- 
mately 200 over here in the town of Nichols. 

Mr. SuHepparp. What industry, if any, operates in the area? 

Captain Larrp. There is a general chemical plant right here. That 
is the only plant of any note that is within this 2-mile circle. 

_ Mr. SHepparp. What is the employable staff in the chemical plant, 
if you know? 

Captain Larrp. I do not know. 

_ Mr. Suepparp. How much of an operation is it? Have you any 
idea about that? 

Captain Larrp. No, sir. 

Admiral Wirnineton. We guess the acquisition cost would be about 
$2.5 million, if we bought that. 
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Mr. SHepparpb. Well, you would not consider buying the rest of the 
property and excluding that, would you? 

Admiral WirHineton. Yes, sir. 

Admiral CLarx. That is what we are doing this year. 

Mr. Suepparp. As I understand it, the chemical plant houses 
large employable list of people? 

dmiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Approximately how many people are being em- 
ployed in the chemical plant? 

‘aptain Larrp. In this town of Nichols, which is associated with 
the chemical plant, there are 200 people. There are 60 housing units. 

Mr. SuHepparp. You have 200 people within that area and how 
many people do you have in the rest of the area you want to acquire? 

Captain Larrp. We have approximately 2,700 in this town and we 
have a few scattered farmers around the rest of the area—very few, 
though. 

Admiral CLtark. Except for one thing, we are not asking this year 
to acquire Port Chicago, or Nichols. We are asking only to acquire 
the green part, less those gray areas, with the thought this year of 
asking for this land so that no new people will move in. It was 
brought out in the hearing of the other committees we were not 
protecting the people in Port Chicago and in Nichols and I think the 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance testified if we thought we could 
afford it, we would like to acquire the whole business. So this 
is & preventive measure, to prevent a bad situation by further 
encroachment. 

Mr. SHepparp. Again, if you are going to evaluate that total 
concept of procurement of land upon the premise of hazard to the 
people, I do not see how you can overlook the hazard to the people 
already there, and particularly where they are concentrated. It is 
a little difficult for me to draw that line of demarcation where the 
human element applies. I admit if you have no control over this land 
your encroachment will obviously intensify. 

Admiral Ciark. That is right. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Which is not going to make it any easier; but 
in order to do a thorough protective job, you would have to take in 
all of those properties with everybody there, too. 

Admiral Wiratncton. The most logical thing for me to do is to 
ask for the full acquisition of this land. 

Mr. Anprews. What size place is Port Chicago; approximately 
how many people? 

Admiral WirxHineton. 2,700. 

Mr. OsrertaGc. Where is this X-ray housing facility? 

Admiral Wirurncrton. In the rear area. We have no safety prob- 
lems in the rear area. 

Mr. OstrertaG. But that is where it would be? 

Admiral Wirxnineton. That is right. 

Admiral Cuark. That is not involved in this area; that is away 
down. 

Mr. AnpreEws. What is the area to the extreme right of the picture, 
further back to the edge of the picture? 

Captain Larrp. This is all private property. The town of Pitts- 
burg is over here, off of the map [indicating]. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. There is no question but that if you do not do some- 
thing about this acquisition of land, you are going to have continual 
encroachment; because the real estate people will build houses and 
people will want houses and many will be bought; therefore, even if 
it is in a bad situation people will encroach upon it because of the prox- 
imity to their work and other conveniences. That has followed his- 
torically. And I, individually, would look with a little more happiness 
on this situation if you were cleaning the whole thing up and getting 
them out of the area; because, if you do not, and you do have another 
repetition of what you had previously, you are going to injure a lot 
more people. 

Admiral Wirxtnetron. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. By the way, what did the settlements, as a cesult of 
the explosion, cost the United States? 

Captain Larrp. Approximately between $3 and $5 million. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, we have had 1 explosion that cost 
between $3 million and $5 million, so I think we might compromise and 
say $3.5 million, to be sure. Yet you are asking for $1,688,000. And 
if you had a repetition of the explosion problem, you would only be 
avoiding it proportionately if you get the amount of money you 
request, because of the exposure of the concentrated population that 
is there. 

From the dollar point of view would you consider this land program 
as vital to the welfare of the Navy’s economy as you would that of the 
extension of Macon, Ga.? 

Admiral Wiruineron. From the practical standpoint of dollars, 
there is no comparison with Macon, Ga. Macon will be giving more 
return to the United States. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But the Macon, Ga., plant is not in the field of ex- 
plosive and dangerous elements that prevail at this location, is it? 

Admiral Wituineton. No. The plant we are asking for at Macon 
is to make the inert parts of the explosive. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, that is the industrial part of your 
requirement? 

Admiral Wirxineton. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. And you are asking for a land investment here for 
the preservation of the safety and protection of the people at that 
particular area—Port Chicago? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. You stated this has been appraised? 

Admiral Perry. This has been appraised by Kenneth H. Smitten, 
of San Francisco, Calif. I do not have before me the fee which he 
was paid for that appraisal, but I will furnish it for the record. 

(The following was submitted later:) 


The cost of this appraisal was $900. 


Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. Anprews. Is the dark green shown on the map near the water- 
front completely surrounded by a fence? 
Captain Larrp. Yes, sir; we have a fence all the way around here 
lindicating]. 
_ Mr. AnpreEws. Then the citizens of Port Chicago cannot get over 
into that section? : 
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. eaten Larrp. This area right here [indicating] is completely 
enced. 

_ Mr. Ostrertac. Right on that same point raised by Mr. Andrews 
in order that we may clearly understand the relationship, is it the 
light green area that you would like to acquire? 

Captain Larrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. And the project in the justification would be located 
on the dark green in the lower part, known as ammunition storage? 

Admiral CLarx. That is where the X-ray facility would be, which 
is the next item. 

Mr. Ostrertac. That is where it would be located? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Do you already have access between the two dark 
green areas? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Wirnineton. The Government owns that land. 

Mr. Osrertac. That line represents the access. What is that? 

Admiral Ciark. That is the rail and road leading from the storage 
outloading docks. 

Captain Larrp. That is owned by the Government. 

Admiral Ciarx. Owned by the Government, controlled by the 
Government. 

Mr. Ostertac. Why do you propose to delete the gray part 
known as Port Chicago from the others when they are really a part of 
the area? 

Admiral Ciark. Because we did not think we could afford to buy 
this land. We can get this other land now when it is unimproved 
and take the first step towards increasing the safety of this operation. 

Mr. OstertaG. But in response to the chairman you pointed out 
that the main objective was the safety factor. 

Admiral Ciarx. That is right. 

Mr. OstertTAG. Yet you do not propose to eliminate the very source 
of your trouble, namely the area where these people and the explosive 
areas are located. 

Admiral Cuiark. As a first step, we want to prevent a bad situation 
from getting worse. We will consider next year whether we cannot 
come in and buy up Port Chicago and Nichols. 

Mr. OsrrertaG. Certainly anybody who wanted to build there and 
required a loan of any kind would have difficulty in obtaining financial 
help either from veterans’ housing, Federal housing, or even a bank. 
Who would loan people money to build in such a hazardous spot? 
I do not believe anyone would extend credit who is familiar with that 
type of business. In fact, does not the actual location of your opera- 
tions there eliminate the danger or fear of that around the harbor’ 

Admiral Cuark. No, sir; because the bay area is growing with 
tremendous rapidity. Land values throughout the whole area are 
soaring and actually people who came and testified from nearby before 
the Senate Armed Services Committee, I think, said there was 4 
possibility of industrial expansion and people were willing to come 1D 
there in spite of the hazard, because it was waterfront property. 

Mr. Suepparp. On the loan aspect, you have many instances that 
I have observed around the continental United States where people 
will secure loans from banks and perhaps in some instances—and this 
I do not know—under title IX might get funds and move right up 
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at the end of a runway. And I have seen it done not only in one 
place, but all over the United States. Why the public will move 
into @ hazardous area of that character, I do not know. Perhaps 
some of them are working there and wish to be in close proximity 
to their work. But they can get funds to build in areas of that 
character. And I suppose the people who loan the money protect 
the loan by insurance. 

Mr. OstEeRtTAG. In any event, your request for authorization has 
been denied for the acquisition of this land? 

Admiral CuarK. It was denied by one committee and approved by 
the other committee. 

Mr. OstertTAG. But until you have approval of both Houses, you 
have no authorization? 

Admiral Ctarx. We have no authorization for anything in this 
book, sir. 

Mr. Ostertaa. I understand that; but to a certain extent it is 
reasonable to assume that the most of these requests will be authorized; 
but here is one where there is a conflict, so that it is not reasonable to 
assume that it is likely to be approved? 

Admiral CtarK. I do not agree. I think each one of these projects 
should be approved. 

Mr. OstertTaG. I am not questioning your opinion; I am referring 
to the realities of the legislative processes where one House objects 
or deletes such an item. Until that item is restored or agreed to by 
both the House and the Senate, you just have not the authorization. 

Admiral CLtarK. Last year at the conference things were put back 
in and nothing was cut out. So we have hopes this will be one of 
the things that will be put in. 

Mr. OstertaG. That is all I have. 

(The following was submitted later:) 

A requirement exists for construction of a facility to house a 2 million electron 
volt X-ray which is now on hand. At present, the depot must continue the 
hazardous and expensive method of breakdown of ammunition for surveillance 
purposes even though it has been demonstrated that certain material can be 


examined by the use of X-ray equipment which is a cheap and nondestructive 
method. Estimate, $241,000. 


NavaL AMMUNITION Depot, St. JuULIENS CREEK, VA. 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the next item, entitled “Naval Ammunition 
Depot, St. Juliens Creek, Va.,’’ where you are asking for a central 
steam plant at an estimated cost of $420,000. 

The plant value is $9,239,433; funded construction not in the plant 
value, $267,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 
1956 authorization, $420,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$420,000; the estimated future appropriation required, $871,000. 

resent your justification for this item, please. 

Admiral Cuarx. This is for a central steam plant at St. Juliens 
Creek. At present the steam plant is in a wood frame building built 
in 1931 of old and deteriorated materials. It is a fire hazard. The 
boiler foundations are settling so that every one of the heating boilers 
broke down during the past heating season, although they were 
overhauled. 
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This item will provide a proper building for the steam plant and 
permit us to operate in a more economical building, that is, more 
economical to maintain. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the engineering features connected wit} 
this project, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. That was advance planned by Clark, Buhr & 
Nexsen, of Norfolk, Va., at a cost of $2,300. 


Unitrep States Navat AMMUNITION AND Net Deport, Sea Bracu, 
CaLirF. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item entitled ‘Naval Ammunition 
and Net Depot, Seal Beach, Calif.,”’ wherein you are making a request 
for $1,029,000 for improvement to waterfront facilities. 

At this installation the plant value is $18,758,033; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $1,603,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,029,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $1,029,000; the estimated future appropriation 
required, $323,000. 

Describe for the benefit of the committee the improvements contem- 
plated at Seal Beach to the extent of the funds requested. 

Admiral Cuarxk. This is for the expense of strengthening the pier 
and dredging the approach channel to the ammunition depot at Seal 
Beach. This, as you know, is the principal ammunition depot servic- 
ing ships in the southern California area and we must now barge this 
ammunition out. Asa result, the expense and hazard of rehandling i is 
great. In 1953, we had as many as 307 ships in explosive anc chorages. 
We expect to save on labor and dunnage and barge repairs. 

Mr. SuHepparp. I have had some correspondence with the munici- 
pality at Seal Beach relative to the operations of this particular 
installation on behalf of the Navy wherein the contention is made 
whether rightly or wrongly—that considerable erosion has taken place 
in the beach area. 

What is the situation and will the present proposal, dredging and 
various and sundry other things required under this proposed appro- 
priation, accentuate or solve the problem? 

Admiral Wirnincron. This project has an indirect benefit to the 
community in that the dredged material, mostly sand, can be dumped 
in the eroded beach area and will be. It is probable the erection by 
the Navy of the breakwater to make the present harbor did have an 
effect on beach erosion. So we will get an indirect benefit to the 
community from that. 

Mr. Suepparp. Aside from the indirect benefit you will get by 
dredging operations you contemplate doing here, w hat if anything 1s 
your connection with the breakwater aspect of the situation? Is the 
Navy interested in that program, or not? I mean financially and 
otherwise. 

Admiral Wirxineton. We have no interest except a desire to 
have good community relations. 

Mr. Suepparp. The extension of the breakwater would fall within 
the purview of the Army engineers, would it not? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparpb. What if anything has the erosion effect been upon 
the Navy’s functions alone? 





Admiral Wirnineton. None. 

Mr. SHepparb. In other words, you are staying far enough back 
away and the effectiveness of that does not bother you? 

Admiral Wituincron. The effectiveness is outside of the break- 
water; not inside. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does that, within itself, create silting within the 
basin where you are functioning? Do not you get some auxiliary 
floating of material in there and siltation? 

Admiral Perry. You get a certain amount. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If the breakwater is carried out to protect the area, 
the degree of siltation you do have, whatever it may be, would be 
halted; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. I would judge so. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is the common engineering approach to it? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the engineering features connected with 
this? 

Admiral Perry. This whole project has been advance planned by 
Moffet & Nichols, Inc., of Long Beach, Calif., at a cost of $5,000. 


NavAL AMMUNITION Depot, SHUMAKER, ARK. 
) 


Mr. SHerparp. Pick up the next item entitled ‘‘Naval ammunition 
depot, Shumaker, Ark.,’’ wherein you are asking for a barricaded 

transfer depot in the amount of $765,000. 

The plant value is $112,467,419; funded construction not in the 
plant value, $32,255,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the 
proposed 1956 authorization, $765, 000; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $765,000; the estimated future appropriation required, $16,- 
821,000. 

Present your justification for this requirement, please. 

Admiral CLarK. This item provides a facility for the transfer and 
segregation of ammunition in compliance with explosive safety regula- 
tions. In the first 9 months of 1954, the depot had received 5,600 tons 
and in April of 1954 3,500 tons bad not been segregated. The workload 
is going up partic ularly in rocket segregation, including rockets for our 
ships. This is urgently needed so that we can do this segregation under 
safe conditions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Insofar as the barricades are concerned, that is 
definitely a safety device requirement, is it not? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the situation pertaining to the access 
railroad, wherein you are asking for $120,000? 

Captain Larrp. That is a short section of railroad to enable access 
to the transfer depot from the main station line. 

Mr. SHepparp. Is it a stub spur going into your depot? 

Captain Larrp. Yes, sir, from the station to the main line. 

Mr. SHeppaArD. By*the way, you are doing your own switch back 
up in your vard within the confines of the depot, are you not? 

Captain Latrp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What are the engineering features connected 
with this? 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advance planned by E. M. 
Freeman & Associates of Little Rock, Ark., at a cost of $2,900. 


64997—_55———_18 
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Nava OrpDNANCE LABORATORY, WHITE Oak, Mp. 


Mr. SHepparD. Pick up the next item, ‘“Naval Ordnance Labora. 
tory, White Oak, Md.” wherein you are asking for $1,976,000 to 
modernize aeroballistics facilities. 

At this installation the plant value is $4,396,323; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $1,721,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $1,976,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $1,976,000; the estimated future appropriation 
required, $1,917,000. 

Present your justification for that requirement, please. 

Admiral Ciarx. At this facility we test both gun-launched and 
jet-propelled guided missiles. This item will provide for the con- 
struction of a new hypersonic wind tunnel where research on planes, 
missiles, and projectiles can be carried on at higher speeds than now 
possible with the present facility. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Is this a new project? 

Admiral Ciark. It is a modernization of an inadequate facility in 
order to permit us to test these projectiles and missiles at higher speeds 
than we can now test them. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I presume under section 2 of item 1, wherein you 
refer to “supersonic tunnel-diffuser and test section” that this is the 
same type operation as a test cell wherein you want to suppress the 
noise emanating from the work you operate; otherwise why would 
you want a diffuser test section in there? What does the word 
“diffusion”? mean? 

Admiral Wirnineton. The diffuser section is the place where the 
air expands and the test cell is an isolated area which is built to with- 
stand explosion. The two are entirely different. This is the area 
where the model being tested is inserted in the wind tunnel. 

Mr. SHepparD. How large are you going to build the test cell 
section, and is that a test cell literally? 

Admiral Wirxineton. No, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is merely a test section and has nothing to do 
with noise suppression? 

Admiral Wirnineron. No. 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance-planned by the district 
public works officer, Potomac River Naval Command. 


Navat Mine Depot, Yorktown, VA. 


Mr. SHepparD. Proceed with the next one entitled “Naval Mine 
Depot, Yorktown, Va.,’’ wherein you are asking for $113,000 for the 
purpose of establishing an ammunition storage and test facility. 

The plant value is $23,213,208; funded construction not in the plant 
value, $5,791,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the pro- 
posed 1956 authorization, $113,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, 
$113,000; the estimated future appropriation required, $2,344,000. 

Present your justifications, please. 

Admiral Ctarx. New weapons for the fleet must be stored and 
tested at this depot to meet the new strategic requirements. This 
item will provide a specialized facility to store and test the secret 
component of this new weapon in controlled atmosphere, to insure Its 
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serviceability. We cannot properly store and test this component 
without this item. 

» Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the engineering technique connected with 
the naval mine depot at Yorktown? 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advance planned by Basker- 
vill & Son, of Richmond, Va., at a cost of $1,200. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are there any questions on this item? 

Mr. ANDREws. No question. 

Admiral CLarx. Would this be an appropriate point to answer your 
question of yesterday about the safety of ammunition transportation? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What I had in mind was relative to highway trans- 
portation of ammunition and what was being done in general to safe- 
suard the population where private transportation is being utilized. 
~ [am only asking for the policy, if you have a policy, to avoid, 
whether by truck contractual operation or otherwise, going through 
semimetropolitan areas with subdivisions of population. When we 
have an alternate road, do we have a policy pertaining to that type 
of operation; if so, what is it? 

Admiral Stroop. The control of traffic outside of depots over public 
highways depends entirely upon regulations of the ICC and the State 
laws and depends on whether traffic is moving. The Navy and the 
Department of Defense both discharge their responsibilities by insur- 
ing that the companies with which we deal go along with those 
regulations. 

Mr. SuepparD. That would apply to public utilities, to wit, public 
transportation companies of the localities. 

Admiral Stroop. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. However, it would not apply to Army people 
wherein you are transporting in your own vehicles, which you fre- 
quently do? 

Admiral Stroop. That is true, except we insist on and see to it 
that our own vehicles comply with all of the State and interstate 
regulations. We are more strict with our own than the other. 

Mr. SHepparD. Thank you very much. 


ORDNANCES FactLiriE—OvERSEAS 
NavaL AMMUNITION Depot, Oanu, T. H. 


Mr. SuHepparD. Pick up the next item reflected in volume No. 3 
under “Ordnance facilities—overseas,’’ wherein we find the ‘Naval 
ammunition depot at Oahu, T. H.,”’ for which you request $1,382,000, 
made up of rocket testing facility, $167,000; barricaded classification 
yard, west loch, $515,000; barricaded sidings, Lualualei, to the 
extent of $450,000, and sewage disposal plant, Lualualei, $250,000. 
The plant value is $39,344,215; funded construction not in the plant 
value, $1,610,000; existing unfunded authorization, $250,000; the 
proposed 1956 authorization, $1,132,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
ae $1,382,000; the estimated future appropriation required, 
$1,311,000. 

Admiral Ciarx. The first item is for a rocket-firing test facility 
for the purpose of maintaining the quality of surveyance of rocket 
motors stored at Oahu in the Western Pacific. We have a large stock- 
pile of rocket motors, some of which were produced and assembled as 
far back as 1944. Recently we have had a drastic increase in the 





fleet rocket motor malfunctioning. In the 8 months ending June 1954 
21 motors blew up while airborne. 

We must establish an inspection and surveyance and test facility 
so that we can insure that this big backlog of rockets, which is value) 
at about $750,000 at the present moment, are in fact operable ay) 
will not be failures. 

Mr. SHepparp. I| notice the second item, which I think is define) 
rather definitely, that is, ““Barricaded classification yard.” It means 
exactly what it says; does it not? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, the building is barricaded for the 
purpose of protecting the contents of the classified yard; is that 
correct? 

Admiral Ciark. Correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. And the same thing applies to the barricaded 
sidings. 

Admiral CLark. Correct. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What are you doing at the sewage-disposal plant— 
putting in a new one, or a replacement? 

Admiral Ciark. This will replace the existing outmoded collection 
system which has an inadequate capacity, with a complete sewage- 
disposal plant and collection system of a capacity to take care of 1,40! 
people, which is required to abate the present health hazard that nov 
exists. 

Mr, SHepparp. What are the engineering features connected wit) 
this? 

Admiral Perry. Item 1 was advance planned by Lemmon, Freetch & 


Haines, of Honolulu; item 2 by W. T. Spaulding & Co. of Honolulu: 
item 3 by the District public-works officer of the 14th Naval District: 
Item 4 by the District public-works officer of the 14th Naval District. 
I will furnish the cost for the record. 

(The information is as follows:) 


NAD, Oanv, T. H, 


Item 1: Rocket firing test facility—-Advance planning by Lemmon, Freetch « 
Haines, Honolulu, T. H., $748. 

Item 2: Barricaded classification yard, West Loch—Advance planning }) 
W. T. Spaulding & Co., Assoe., Honolulu, T. H., $1,800. 

Item 3: Barricaded sidings, Lualualei—Advance planning by DPWO l4!! 
Naval District—Government cost. 

Item 4: Sewage-disposal plant, Lualualei—Advance planning by DPWO lth 
Naval District—Government cost. 


NavaL OrpDNANCE Faciuiry, SASEBO, JAPAN 


Mr. SHepparD. Pick up the next item “Naval ordnance facility, 
Sasebo, Japan,’’ wherein you are requesting $66,000. At this installa- 
tion the plant value is unknown; funded construction not in the 
plant value, $30,000; existing unfunded authorization, none; the 
proposed 1956 authorization, $66,000; the proposed 1956 appropria- 
tion, $66,000; the estimated future appropriation required, none. 

What is the situation pertaining to that requirement? 

Admiral CLark. We have actually a messhall barracks, but 4! 
inadequate facility: Our only facility for quarters and messing will 
take care of only 27 men. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. And what is your load requirement? 

Admiral CLtark. Our load requirement is 11 officers and 129 
enlisted. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the engineering features connected 
with this? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by the officer 
in charge of construction, Navy contracts, Japan, who is located in 
Yokosuka, but has an engineer force of his own paid for by regular 
publie-works appropriations. 


CLASSIFIED LocaTIoNs, AMMUNITION STORAGE FAcILITIES 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick Up the next item, ‘Classified locations, am- 
munition storage facilities’? and family housing for 1 senior officer, 1 
junior officer, and 6 enlisted; family housing for 1 senior officer, | 
junior officer, and 8 enlisted. The total request is $4,820,900. 

These projects are classified, so your response will be off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Saepparp. This is considered a part of the operation within 
that area; is that correct? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. And contributes to the successful operation of the 
entire project to the degree that housing is required? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. We have another general project which 
is part of the same facility we have been discussing. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. If there are no further questions, we want to thank 
you very much for your appearance and your responsive answers to 
the interrogations of the committee. Of course when we come to 
marking up the bill, we will give such consideration as we think is 
justified. 

SERVICE ScHOOL FAcILITIES 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Our next item is “Service school facilities.’’ 

Do you have a statement, Captain, which you wish to make? 

Captain Riper. I have a statement from Vice Admiral Holloway 
who is unable to be here this afternoon, sir. 

Would you like me to read it? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. We will insert it in the record. 

(The statement of Vice Adm. J. L. Holloway, Jr., is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF Vice Apm. J. L. Hotutoway, Jr., CHter or NAVAL PERSONNEL 


The 20 items sponsored by the Chief of Naval Personnel for appropriation in 
the fiseal year 1956 are part of a planned program designed to provide for the 
augmentation of facilities necessary to meet training requirements and the re- 
placement of essential substandard facilities inherited from the World War II 
era, 

Our program envisions the relocation of service schools from overcrowded fleet 
port areas to less congested and more centralized sites. At this time our efforts 
are being concentrated toward developing the naval-training center, Great Lakes, 
lll., as 1 of 3 service-school centers. We are asking appropriations for four items 
at this location. These are: 

(1) A 200-man bachelor officers quarters with mess for 350 authorized by the 
‘ongress in the fiscal year 1955 program to improve the living conditions for 
bachelor officers assigned to this locality. 

(2) Family quarters for 288 enlisted men to replace an equal number of grossly 
inadequate quarters converted from World War II barrack structures. 
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(3) The conversion of an existing permanent structure to provide for relocaj. 
ing the advanced interior communications electricians school from the receiving 
station, Washington, D. C., and combining it with the existing basic school noy 
occupying inadequate and substandard facilities at Great Lakes. 

(4) A 2,000-man combined barracks and messing facility to house enlisted 
student personnel as replacement for temporary wooden construction that cap. 
not be economically rehabilitated to furnish adequate space. 

The facilities at the United States Naval Academy have been grossly inadequate 
to accommodate the numbers of midshipmen which have been maintained there 
since World War II, and which must be maintained there for the foreseeah|e 
future to meet requirements. This condition has been repeatedly recognized 
by the annual Board of Visitors. We are therefore requesting appropriations 
for 2 of the more urgent major items, and 1 minor item at this location as follows: 

(1) Reclamation of approximately 32.5 acres of land from the Severn River to 
provide badly needed outdoor physical education areas. 

(2) The construction of two additional wings to Bancroft Hall to relieve the 
grossly overcrowded housing conditions for midshipmen now existing. 

(3) The correction of a serious deficiency in the electrical distribution system to 
Bancroft Hall and certain academic buildings. 

The 450 enlisted personnel requiring barracks facilities at the United States 
Naval Station, Annapolis, Md., are now being crowded into quarters designed to 
accommodate 250 men. This condition has an adverse effect on both the morale 
and health of these men. Accordingly, we are requesting adequate barracks 
accommodations at this location. 

The naval amphibious base, Coronado, Calif., was built during the peak period 
of World War II. Consequently, the structures provided were of the most 
temporary nature and, at this time, have passed their economical life expectancy 
This is particularly true of the barracks which are so substandard that neither 
rehabilitation nor conversion can provide the minimum acceptable facilities for 
permanent use. This condition was recognized by the Congress through the 
authorization and appropriation of funds in the fiscal year 1955 for the replace- 
ment of the first increment of 860 barracks spaces. We are now requesting 
replacement of a like number of barracks spaces as the second increment. 

The facilities presently in use at Dam Neck, Va., for training in surface-launched 
guided missiles are totally inadequate to meet the planned needs of the fleet 
The training phase for these missiles was originally started on an interim basis 
by utilization of facilities at various contractors’ plants. Soon thereafter it 
became evident that the demand for personnel trained in this field was steadily 
increasing and that the requirement for such training was of a permanent nature 
An analysis of program operations revealed that training in interim facilities at 
widely located activities was both expensive and inefficient. In order to effect 
economies and improve the quality of training, a school was established at Dam 
Neck, Va., in existing World War II buildings until adequate structures could 
be planned, funded and constructed at that location. Therefore, we have in- 
cluded in this program two items for the improvement of this highly essential 
training. These are: 

(1) A school building adequate to train a minimum of 400 in the maintenance 
and operation of surface-launched missiles. 

(2) A 118-man barracks for the housing of the additional personnel that are 
to be processed through the new school facilities 

These two items must be constructed simultaneously in order to permit the 
training of personnel in such numbers as are necessary to meet fleet requirements 

A study of accommodations provided for Bachelor officers attending the Explo- 
sive Ordnance Disposal School at Indian Head, Md., revealed that the preset 
temporary facilities are woefully lacking in space and afford only the minimum 
in livability. These factors have a definite effect on the health, morale, ane 
academic performance of the students attending this school. In recognition © 
this deficiency we are requesting a bachelor officer’s quarters with mess to accoll- 
modate 100 officers. 

The Fleet Sonar School, San Diego, Calif., is presently housed in temporary 
non-fire-resistant structures built during World War II as barracks. Limitations 
in space and restrictions on floor loading prevent the installation of required trail 
ing equipment. Since the basic construction material is wood, some $10 millioa 
worth of irreplaceable equipment is in constant danger of being destroyed by ire. 
We are requesting the replacement of these inadequate facilities with permanet' 
construction in order to insure improved and uninterrupted training for fleet per 
sonnel in the various aspects of antisubmarine warfare. 
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The recreation and welfare building used by naval personnel in the Charleston, 
S. C., area was destroyed by fire in 1946. Subsequently, attempts have been 
made to improvise facilities through the utilization of existing temporary type 
parracks. These arrangements have proven unsatisfactory for the recreation and 
welfare of the naval personnel in the Charleston area. The lack of facilities has 
seriously curtailed the scheduling of indoor athletic and social events with a result- 
ant adverse effect on morale. Since we are vitally concerned with maintaining 
morale at a high level, we are requesting a combined recreation and welfare build- 
ing at the receiving station, Charleston, 8. C. 

When the Naval Postgraduate School was relocated to Monterey, Calif., interim 
facilities in the form of the old Del Monte Hotel and related buildings were con- 
verted to the maximum extent possible to provide for necessary operations until 
such time as adequate facilities could be planned, funded and constructed. Mess- 
ing facilities for enlisted personnel are now located on two floor levels in a tempo- 
rary wood frame annex to the main hotel. These facilities are not susceptible 
to efficient layout or adequate sanitary control. We are requesting approval to 
provide an efficient and sanitary subsistence building as an adjunct to the enlisted 
men’s barracks approved by the Congress in fiscal year 1955. 

A study of the accommodations offered bachelor cfficers in the Philadelphia 
area indicates that there is a serious shortage of adequate quarters to house some 
391 officers requiring accommodations. This requirement is being partially met 
by the use of @ converted barracks in the shipyard and by leasing a private 
building in a commercial and industrial section of the city. These two buildings 
provide a total of 185 spaces. The leased building, constructed in 1911 as a 
school for girls, is located in an unwholesome neighborhood and furnishes sub- 
standard facilities with the resultant deleterious effect on morale. We consider 
that adequate bachelor officer facilities are urgently needed in the Philadelphia 
area and therefore, have included an item for a permanent bachelor officer’s 
quarters with mess to accommodate 200 officers. 

Existing private housing facilities in the city of Athens, Ga., do not afford 
adequate support for the married officer personnel assigned to the supply corps 
school for instruction. This condition was recognized by the Congress in Public 
Law 765 of the 83d Congress in which they authorized the construction of 30 
units of family housing. We are therefore requesting appropriations to accomplish 
this item. 

A new school facility which is classified is included in the program. A deserip- 
tion of this item will be given during the hearings on classified items. 

In addition to the items enumerated above, I am submitting for approval two 
minor construction items. These are: 

(1) The construction of approved facilities for training in fire-fighting at the 
fleet training center, Pearl Harbor, T. H. 

(2) The construction of a fire escape tower at the retraining command 
Portsmouth, N. H., to prevent possible loss of life in the event of a catastrophe 
at this activity. 

These items which have been described represent a careful screening of the 
many requests submitted for sponsorship. As a result of this screening, it can 
be conscientiously said that, each is urgently required to fill a permanent need. 


Navat AcapEeMy, ANNAPOLIS, Mp 


Mr. SHepparp. We will take up first the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis, Md; wherein you make a request for $11,467,000. This 
ls composed of three items—improve electrical system, $182,000; 
land reclamation, $3,785,000; and two additional dormitory wings, 
Bancroft Hall, $7 500 ,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $30,321,974; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is $6,908,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion is none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $11 ,467,000; 
the proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $11,467,000; and the 
estimated future appropriation required is $27,167,000. 

You will make your presentation, please. 

Admiral Cuark. The first item, sir, is the modification and improve- 
ment of the electrical power system. This system serves four large 
academic buildings, as well as Bancroft Hall. 
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It is an old system with undersized wiring, and the load on it js 
such that we are now in violation of the protection standards of the 
National Electrical Code. 

The system is equipped with nonautomatic switches, and they are g 
fire hazard. 

We are requesting $182,000 to provide a safe, adequate and flexible 
system by replacing the present one. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, it seems to me that this is some of 
the aftermath to which you referred during your engineering residence, 
where you complained bitterly about some of the work which should 
have been done quite some time ago. 

Was this a component part of what you referred to at that time? 

Admiral Perry. This would be a component part of that whole 
situation, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHerparp. What comments do you have with reference to the 
dormitory wings? 

Admiral Perry. Talking about item 3? 

Admiral Ciar«. Do you wish me to take 2 and 3 now, sir? 

Mr. SHepparp. Yes. 

Admiral Ciar«. Item 2, sir, is a land reclamation. This is the first 
increment. In this we are requesting authority and funds for filling 
in the Dewey and Santee Basins, total of 32% acres. This is to 
provide enough land for outdoor recreation and training facilities and 
athletic fields. 

The next item is two additional dormitory wings at Bancroft Hall 
so that we will not have to continue to overcrowd the rooms as we are 
doing at present. 

We now have 3 and 4 men in 2-man rooms and as many as 6 in 
rooms designed for 4. 

We are asking for funding authority for both of these projects, sir. 
Actually, we expect to spend this year amounts required only for ad- 
vance planning and we will do it out of our advance planning funds. 

We would like to have these two projects approved for funding, 
however. 

Mr. Suerparp. These projects were put in the bill by the Armed 
Services Committee? 

Admiral CLar«. Yes; Armed Services Committee of the House. 

They were on our program and we intended to submit them either 
next year or the year following. 

Mr. Suepparp. All right. 

Admiral Perry, what is the engineering situation pertaining to the 
item to which I have just addressed myself? 

Admiral Perry. The two dormitory wings, Mr. Chairman? | 

Mr. SHepparp. All three of the projects so far as engineering !s 
concerned. 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning for the improvement of the 
primary and secondary electrical systems at Bancroft Hall was done 
by C. Warren Bogan, of Washington, D. C., for $925. 

The land reclamation project, item 2, was advance planned by 
Porter, Urquhart & Beavin, of Newark, N. J., at a cost of $24,620. 

I call your attention to the fact that this fee was comparatively 
high because that firm had to go in and take many borings in order 
to determine exactly the design which would fit the occasion, whicl 
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would be a steel sheet pile bulkhead to hold back the fill and the 
proper anchorages for that fill and that bulkhead. 

The advance planning for the wings at Bancroft Hall was done 
by the Public Works Office of the Severen River Naval Command 
and, as a consequence, no fees were paid for that, sir, other than normal 
cost to the Government. 

Mr. SHepParD. With reference to your land reclamation, in the 
first increment which you have set up as a lump-sum operation, in 
other words, land reclamation is $3,700,000 and site improvements 
$778,000, you obviously arrive at the lump-sum figure by some process. 
What was it, please? 

Admiral Perry. The land reclamation in question would be 
accomplished by hydraulic-dredged fill with a sand blanket on top of 
it. We have had 1,352,000 cubic vards. 

We have a steel bulkhead, 2,850 lineal feet. We would have to 
have concrete storm drains, 5,600 lineal feet, and vertical sand drains, 
27,000 lineal feet, together with manholes, paving, 4,500 square yards 
of paving, 36 new moorings, salt-water intakes, salt-water screening 
and pumping stations, and adjustments to mechanical and electrical 
and communication facilities. That is the land acquisition. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In reference to that reclamation function and con- 
sidering the composition of the soil which will be pumped from one 
area to the other for fill-in purposes, is it considered that the program 
will be adequate or will you have to compact this at the time you are 
dumping in your fill? 

Admiral Perry. This entire area, Mr. Chairman, is not for construc- 
tion purposes. It is for playing fields which includes 19 combination 
football-soecer-softball fields and which will be floodlighted. There- 
fore the settlement can take place gradually. 

The item you mentioned, lump sum for site improvement of 
$778,000, includes a new electrical system, consisting of 2,100 lineal 
feet of distribution lines in existing ducts, 21,200 lineal feet of branch 
circuits and street-light cables, 16 street-light standards, 112 floodlight 
units and poles, 1 transformer, 1,500 kilovolt ampere, and switchgear 
and distribution panel. Topsoil and seeding for 32.5 acres. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the total estimated cost of the reclamation 
project? 

Admiral Perry. That is reflected in the— 

Mr. Suepparp. Is that reflected in the $3,007,000? 

Admiral Perry. That is the reclamation only, the part | read first. 

Admiral Cuark. I think the chairman’s question was directed to 
the fact that this was only the first increment. 

The second increment would be the fill beyond Farragut Field. 

Admiral Perry. I can furnish that figure for the record, Mr. 
Chairman. I do not have it readily available. 

Mr. SHepparp. Would you please do so? 

Admiral Perry. $7,700,000 is the figure, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suepparp. Total of $10,077,000. 

Captain Riper. That includes the two increments, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. I believe you referred to the engineering in your 
original answer, did you not, where it has to do with the dormitory 
wings? 

Admiral Perry. The engineering there was performed by the 
public works office of the Severn River Naval Command. 





280 


Mr. SuHepparp. Why did you have to go down so far? 

Admiral Perry. Sometimes you have to go down below the mud 
line of 40 and 50 feet, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Anprews. Is there any other place nearby that you can use? 

Admiral Perry. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparp. Further questions pertaining to this item? 

Mr. AnprEws. NO, sir. 


NAVAL Station, ANNAPOLIS, Mp. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Naval Station 
Annapolis, enlisted men’s barracks without mess. You are asking 
$307,000 for that. 

At this installation the plant value is $2,676,494; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization 
is none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $307,000; the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $307,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required is $1,739,000. 

Present your justifications. 

Admiral Ciark. This is for the naval station right across the river 
from the Naval Academy proper where the enlisted men are barracked. 
A total of 514 enlisted men require barracks spaces for the naval 
station and for the nearby naval radio station. but there are only 306 
spaces now available. 

This project is for the construction of 172-man barracks building 
with the necessary collateral equipment and utilities. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see your cost is reflected as $10.78 per square foot. 
What is meant by outside utilities? 

Admiral Perry. It would be the electrical lines, 200 lineal feet, 
700 lineal feet of 3-inch steam lines, 400 lineal feet of 4-inch fresh- 
water lines, 600 lineal feet 8-inch sanitary-sewer lines, 600 feet 6- 
inch and 200 lineal feet of storm sewers, 2 fireplugs, and 400 lineal feet 
of salt-water lines. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Questions on this item, gentlemen? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 


Navy Suppty Corrs Scuoou, Aruens, Ga. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, Naval Supply 
Corps School, Athens, Ga., for family housing, wherein you make 
the request under Public Law 765 for $456,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $2,033,708; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded housing author- 
ization is $456,000; the proposed fiscal year 1956 housing authoriza- 
tion is none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 housing appropriation 1s 
$456,000; and the estimated future housing appropriation required 
is none, 

Will you present your justifications for the requirement? 

Admiral Cuiarx. This is for 30 junior officers, sir, because the 
private housing facilities in the city of Athens do not afford adequate 
support for the married officer personnel assigned to this school for 
instruction. 
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Existing private housing facilities in the city of Athens, Ga., do not 
afford adequate support for the married officer personnel assigned to 
the Supply Corps School for instruction. Local property owners are 
reluctant to rent on other than an annual basis which excludes student 
officers attending the 26-week course of instruction. Where housing 
is available, either rentals are exorbitant or facilities are substandard 
and inadequate. This item will alleviate conditions which adversely 
affect the morale, health, and welfare of this group of naval officers. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice that apparently you are maintaining your 
officers’ strength there at 43 but you drop enlisted from 69 to 22, 
and your civilian from 64 to nothing. 

What was the reason for dropping the enlisted personnel down and 
maintaining the officer category? 

Captain McFaruanp. There is no change in the present and plan- 
ned strength for officers and enlisted. That figure at the bottom is 
only those personnel eligible for family housing. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right. 

Questions on this item? 

Mr. ANDREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the engineering technique? 

Admiral Perry. The same criteria applies to these quarters which 
has applied throughout all of these stations thus far. 

In other words, there has been no advance engineering planning 
on this. We merely live up to the Department of Defense standard 
criteria. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Very well. 


Navau Recetvine Station, CHARLESTON, S. C. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will take up the next item, Naval Receiving 
Station. Charleston, S. C., recreation and welfare building. You are 
asking for $553,000 for this purpose. 

At this installation the plant value is $2,263,259; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization 
is none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $553,000; the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $553,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required is $8,932,156. 

Present your justifications for it. 

Admiral Cuark. In 1946 the recreation building at this activity 
was destroyed by fire and since then there has been no adequate 
covered recreation building in the area for use by naval personnel. 

There is therefore urgent need for suitable building to house a 
gymnasium, auditorium, handball court, and similar facilities for the 
approximately 6,000 naval personnel who are stationed at the base or 
ou the ships using the base. 

Mr. Saeprarp. What is the engineering technique associated with 
this project? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by the Office 
of = District Public Works Officer, 6th Naval District, Charleston, 
an 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on this item? 

Mr, ANprews. No questions. 
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NavaL AMpuHiBiIous Base, Coronapo, CALIF. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Next item is the Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado. 
Calif., wherein you desire to create or construct enlisted men’s hay. 
racks without mess. You are asking for $1,402,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $6,928,712; funded construe. 
tion not in the plant value is $2,941,200; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion is none; the proposed fiscay year 1956 autorization is $1,402.00) 
the proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $1,402,000; and th 
estimated future appropriation required is $23,163,000. 

Will you present your justification for that requirement? 

Admiral Ciark. This is the second increment of a barracks replace- 
ment program at Coronado, the first of which was authorized las 
year by Congress. 

The barracks at this amphibious base are perhaps the worst we are 
forced to use in the whole Naval Establishment. 

They are overaged, entirely of temporary construction, they do not 
include toilet or shower facilities, they are grossly substandard in 
every sense of the word. 

We would like to continue this replacement program by increments. 

Mr. SHepparD. Assuming that you receive the appropriation ani 
that the structures were completed, what happens to those whic) 
you are vacating? 

Admiral CLarkx. These would be demolished, sir, and any usable 
portions would be reused, and the rest would be salvaged, I imagine, 
Admiral Perry. 

Admiral Perry. Such parts of them as could be used, Mr. Chair- 
man, will be salvaged. 

I have inspected these particular barracks and I doubt whether 
there would be too much which would be usable after you tore them 
down. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You would not have much other than scrap 
material, as I observe this. 

Admiral Perry. I think even the term “scrap”’ is a slight exag- 
geration concerning those barracks, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SuHepparD. What is the engineering technique which applies to 
this project? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by the district 
public works officer, 11th Naval District, Mr. Chairman. 

We have, as a matter of fact, a very good guide line on what this 
building itself will cost in that we have just taken bids on a similar 
building and we awarded a contract on the 31st of May of this year 
for $1,227,000. 

Bear in mind that that does not include collateral equipment, that 
is the figure I have just quoted does not include collateral equipment, 
and neither does it include extension of utilities. 

Mr. Suepparp. I see there is a portion of this preparation considered 
as reimbursable. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. That is simply within the Navy. The 
commander of the Amphibious Training Command reimburses the 
commander of the amphibious base. That is for local accounting. 

They should not put that here. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Simply for convenience? 
Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

\Mr. ANDREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. All right, gentlemen. 


FreetT Ark Derense TraInING CentER, Dam Neck, Va. 


\ir. SHEPPARD. We will go to the next item, Naval Guided Mis- 
siles School at Dam Neck, Va. You have an item for a guided mis- 
siles school at a cost of $1,682,000 and a second item for a barracks 
for guided missiles school at a cost of $260,000, both projects totaling 
$1,942,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $12,624,945; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is $709,849; existing unfunded authorization 
isnone; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $1,942,000; the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $1,942,000; and the esti- 
. ted future appropriation. required is $2,230,000. 

Gentlemen, make your presentations justifying that requirement. 

Admiral CLark. The guided missiles school is part of the air defense 
trining center at Dam Neck, sir. All elements of the naval air 
lefense systems are operated for the training of both Regular and 
Reserve personnel. We have orly a small student load at the present 
time but as soon as we have the facilities we expect to increase it to 
about fourfold in the next few years, at which time we will have 
about 50 officers and 450 men students under training at one time. 

This will fulfill an urgent requirement, first, for the guided-missile 
shool building for which we are asking $1,682,000; and, second, 
barracks to house the students, $260,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Interpret the language for me here reflected on 
page 2 under F, item 1, guided-missiles school. 

Admiral Ciark. I have it. 

Mr. SHepparp. ‘Transportation and reinstallation of technical 
equipment now at Pomona, Calif., and Dam Neck, Va.”’ 

Admiral CLark. Some of the technical equipment to be used in 
this school is now at Pomona, or at other localities at Dam Neck in 
temporary buildings. 

We must transport this equipment which is expensive, electronics 
equipment, and put it in this building when it is completed. 

Mr. SHeppArRD. You mean you will store it there? 

Admiral CLark. No, sir. We are going to put it in so that we can 
se that equipment, which includes, very often, things such as com- 
puters. 

s.. SHEPPARD. You are consolidating activities at Dam Neck, 

a.? 

Admiral CLtark. Part of them. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Why are you doing that? 

Captain Riper. At the present time, sir, we have two installations, 
in interim school at Dam Neck, which is a very small school, and also 
we have one at Pomona, Calif., which furnishes training on one specific 
\ype missile. 

It is now planned to build a school that will incorporate all the 
(raining funetions and bring in portions from Pomona and put it 
(own at Dam Neck. 
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Mr. SuHepparp. Was Pomona being done under contractual py. 
cedure? 

Captain Riper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the engineering story on this, Admiral 
Perry? 

Admiral Perry. Both of the items included in this request for this 
station were advance planned by Clark, Buhr, and Nexsen, of Norfolk. 
Va., at a cost of $8,900. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions, gentlemen? 

Mr. ANpDREws. No questions. 


Nava Tratnine Center, Great Lakes, IL. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, naval training 
center, Great Lakes, Ill., where you are making request for barracks 
and subsistence building in the amount of $3,992,000 and conversion 
building 28 for communications school at a cost of $346,000, enlarged 
bachelor officers’ quarters at $1,518,000. 

You have also added an item here of family housing at a cost of 
$3,700,800, making a total request of $9,556,800. 

At this installation the plant value is $50,584,888; funded con- 
struction not in the plant value, $5,595,000; existing unfunded author- 
ization, $1,664,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $8,038,800; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $9,556,800; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $100,364 000. 

Will you proceed to present your justification for the first item? 

Admiral Ciark. The first item, sir, is part of the program of con- 
centrating schools in the Great Lakes area. The existing 4,000 bar- 
racks spaces assigned to service schools are of temporary World War II 
design for emergency utilization by recruits. These barracks are 
grossly substandard and crowded, thereby creating morale and health 
problems. Plans call for 6,915 students and a staff of 757. This item 
is the first increment of 2,000 spaces in the planned replacement of 
substandard quarters and augmentation of barracks facilities. We 
expect economies to result by reducing the overhead by having a 
smaller number of schools and increasing the size of the schools at 
Great Lakes. 

We also expect economies to result because a large part of the 
input of these schools is from the recruit training center itself, so we 
do not have to transport the recruits from the training center to the 
school and then to the fleet. 

Mr. Sueprarp. Are my conclusions correct relative to the personnel 
aspect of your presentation, to wit, that your officer plan results in a 
total of 949, your enlisted is planned at 5,165, civilians 810, officers 
371? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. And in the Reserve capacity you have 2 weeks of 
active training duty for 90 and planned 90. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuepparD. Does your other project, to wit, that of the con- 
version building, convert portion of building 2-B to interior com- 
munications? Is that connected with this? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. It is connected with the buildup of the 
school operation in this area. 





The interior communication electricians, basic school, at this activity 
and the advanced school at the receiving station, Washington, D. C., 
are housed in substandard facilities. This item provides for the 
modification of an existing vacant permanent structure to furnish 
adequate space for these schools at a fraction of the cost of new con- 
struction and will permit joint use and thus effect economies and 
improve the quality of training. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is that also true of the BOQ? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. There are 78 permanent and 67 tem- 
porary spaces at this activity to house a total of 357 male officers in 
bachelor status. Firm plans indicate that this number will increase 
to 643. This item is the first increment toward providing additional 
quarters to satisfy the above requirement. 

Mr. SHepparp. What would happen if you dropped one of the 
increments out of the total presentation here? 

Admiral CLarxk. Well, we would lose money, sir, because we would 
have a partially completed facility, and we would have to continue 
some of these operations. We would have to continue to have two 
staffs or perhaps three staffs at the school. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, you would create a chaotic situa- 
tion and you might just as well not have this entire thing. Isn’t 
that about true? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the engineering factors involved in this 
situation, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. With respect to item 1, that is the barracks build- 
ing, the advance planning was performed by Skidmore, Owings & 
Merrill, Chicago, Ill., at a cost of $8,000. 

With regard to item 2, advance planning was performed by Olsen 
& Urbain, Chicago, IIl., at a cost of $3,000. 

The advance planning for item No. 3, that is the addition to the 
bachelor officers’ quarters, was performed by Fugard, Olsen, Urban 
& Vlader, Chicago, Ill., at a cost of $11,250. 

Mr. SHepparpD. How about family housing? Same status as those 
heretofore? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

Mr. ANprEws. No questions. 


Nava Scnoot, ExpiostvE OrpNANCE DisposaLt, Navat Powprr 
Factory, Inp1iAN Heap, Mb. 


_ Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item reflected in the 
justification, Naval Powder Factory at Indian Head, Md., bachelor 
officers’ quarters with mess, where you are asking for $780,000. 

_At this installation, the plant value is $294,304; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization is 
none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $780,000; the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $780,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required is $1,936,000. 

on SHEPPARD. Present your justification for the requirement, 
please, 

Admiral Ctarx. The Navy recently has been given the task of 
conducting instruction for all the armed services in the methods and 
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procedures for the recovery, evaluation, and disposal of both surfac 
and underwater explosive ordnance employed by the United States 
and other nations. 

This is being conducted at a school at Indian Head, and the large 
number of officer students and students that results overcrowd the 
facilities that are there. 

You will note, sir, under the personnel data that we expect to go 
from 88 to 100 officer-students and in enlisted students from 155 to 
243. 

This will take care of the officers. Actually we do not have suff- 
cient bachelor officer quarter accommodations for the officers who are 
going to school there now. They are double bunked and are living 
in cinderblock converted warehouses and other miscellaneous buildings 
which were not built as quarters. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What is the engineering situation pertaining to 
this project, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning was performed by Mills, Petti- 
cord & Mills, Washington, D. C., at a cost of $6,975. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

Mr. AnpREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparD. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WiecieswortuH. Not at this time. 


NaAvAL PostGRADUATE ScHOOL, MONTEREY, CALIF. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item, Naval Postgraduate 
School, Monterey, Calif., subsistence building,’”’ where you are asking 
for $119,000. It is reflected on page C7-8 of your justification break- 
down 

At this installation the plart valve is $4,564,315; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant ve! ‘e is $9.670,°63; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion is none; the propose | fiscal vear 1956 authorization is $119,000; 
the proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $119,000; and the esti- 
mated future appropriation required is $10,853,000. 

Proceed to present your justifications for this requirement. 

Admiral Ciark. The present facilities are located on two floor levels 
in an old wood-frame building which was an annex of an old hotel. 

The meat-refrigeration box, the butcher shop, vegetable iceboxes, 
and bulk stores are located on one floor, while the galley, messhall, and 
vegetable-preparation rooms are on the second floor. 

There is no access except by an old freight elevator, approximately 
40 years old. 

The layout on both floors is so inappropriate and inefficient as to 
make it almost impossible to serve hot appetizing food, and we have 
food wastage because of the layout. 

We would like to construct a 250-man subsistence building for 
which we are requesting $119,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see you have a present personnel strength there 
and officer personnel of 106. Your planned projection is 108, en- 
listed is 260, planned remains the same, the civilian is 359, and you 
show an increase to 371. 

Your students number 854, and contemplated or planned are 959. 
Why do you need the increase between the 359 and 371 in the civilian 
category? 
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Admiral CLark. With the student load going up we will require 
additional civilian employees to handle the workload. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the engineering situation pertaining to this 
project, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. The advance planning for this project was per- 
formed by Skidmore, Owings & Merrill, San Francisco, Calif., at a 
| cost of $2,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

Mr. ANDREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparD. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WieeLeswortuH. Does this $90,000 represent the total cost? 
Admiral Cuarx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WiGGLeswortu. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman, 


NavaL Recetvine Station, NAvAL Basz, PHILADELPHIA County, 
Pa. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item reflected as being the 
Naval Receiving Station, Naval Base, Philadelphia County, Pa., 
wherein you are asking for $1,428,000 for bachelor officers’ quarters 
for 200 officers, with mess. 

At this installation the plant is $3,311,002; funded construction 
not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization is none; 
the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $1,428,000; the proposed 
fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $1,428,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required is $608,000. 

Will you make your presentation for this requirement? 

Admiral CLarx. The bachelor officers attached to the various 
commands in the Philadelphia area are quartered in an old building 
called the Baptist Institute, which was built in 1911 and is in a very 
undesirable area of town. Another group is housed in 8 rooms of an 
operations building on the naval auxiliary air station, where they 
have 17 bunks but they are not permanent bunks. They are really 
just for transient pilots. 

There is actually a requirement in the Philadelphia area for quarters 
for 391 bachelor officers. Of these, 163 are permanently assigned, 
150 are students, and 78 are officers who must temporarily leave ships. 

Mr. SHeppaRD. Do you rent or own the building that you referred 
to as an old church building? 

Admiral CLtarx. The Baptist Institute is leased. 

Mr. SHepparp. How much you you pay per year? 

Admiral CLarK. $37,000 a year. 

_ Mr. Saepparp. How many years have you been leasing that build- 
ing? 

Captain Riper. This is the second year or third year. 

Mr. SHepparpb. The other building you referred to is an on-station 
building? 

Admiral CLark. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, what are the engineering features 
connected with this item? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by officers of 
the district public works office of the Fourth Naval District. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. ANpRews. No questions. 


64997—55——_19 
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Mr. WiacLeswortH. What is that figure 80,600? 

Admiral Perry. Square feet. 

Mr. WiGGLesworTH. 80,600 square feet in the entire building? 

Admiral Perry. Floor space, yes, sir. It will be a 5-story building. 

Mr. Wice.Leswortu. How does this unit cost of $14.03 per square 
foot compare with what you are paying elsewhere? 

Admiral Perry. It is very comparable to the prices we have beep 
getting in the Philadelphia area. 

Mr. WiaciteswortH. This is to take care of 200 officers? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wiaaieswortu. And that is all? 

Admiral CLark. We will be able to double bunk officers in case of 
peak loads, sir, in which case we could take care of more. 

Mr. Wiaaieswortn. This is a $1,428,000 building to take care of 
200 officers; is that correct? 

Admiral CiarKx. That is correct, sir, but actually we will be able 
to take care of from 390 to 400. 

Mr. WiaGcLeswortH. What do you have now? You say it is in an 
undesirable part of town. What do you have? 

Admiral Ciark. In the old Baptist Institute, sir? 

Mr. WiaGLteswortH. Where you are taking care of these officers 
now. 

Admiral CLark. It is in a leased building, sir. 

Mr. WiacLeswortH. What is the matter with it? 

Admiral Crark. It is in an extremely undesirable part of town 
and the officers have to commute long distances to get to the yard. 

Mr. WiaGcLeswortsH. How far? 

Admiral Ciark. It is about 3 miles through town, sir. 

Mr. Wiec.ieswortu. Is there anything else wrong with the present 
location? 

Admiral CLiarx. The building is in poor condition. It was built 
in.1911. 

Mr. Wiceteswortu. What kind of a building is it? 

Admiral Ciark. It is a brick building, sir. 

Mr. WiaeiteswortH. Can you take care of all 200 officers in this 
building? 

Admiral CiarKk. No, sir. 

Mr. WiceLeswortH. How many can you take care of in this 
building? 

Admiral Cuark. In the Baptist Institute, 111, sir. Seventy-four 
live in the yard and the other officers have to find boarding houses 
or something in town. 

Mr. WiaeLeswortH. Do you consider it a hardship to have to go 
3 miles? 

Admiral Cuark. I do for a large portion of these officers who are 
students going to school there. 

Mr. WiaGieswortH. You have to do that in Washington, do you 
not? 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WiacLteswortH. That is all, Mr. Chairman, 
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NavaL Rerrarninc ComMMAND, Portsmovuts, N. H. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item reflected on page 
(7-10 of the justifications, Naval Retraining Command, Portsmouth, 
N. H., where you are asking for $42,000 for a fire escape tower. 

At this installation the plant value is $3,371,000; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization is 
none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $42,000; the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $42,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required is $870,000. 

Will you make your presentation for that requirement, please? 

Admiral Ciark. We are asking for a fire escape tower in the naval 
retraining compound at Portsmouth, N. H., to permit men in one 
wing who cannot get out through an emergenc y exit to get out in a 
hurry in case of fire. This is a command where some of the men are 
confined, sir, and we want an escape tower which can be opened from 
the outside instead of the men having to go out through manually 
operated doors one at a time. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I would interpret from the language of the justifi- 
cations, specifically addressing myself to the statement— 

This item provides for one additional escape tower with remote control locking 
and unlocking devices and replacement of manual devices in the existing tower 
with similar controls— 

that you have one escape tower and are reque sting another plus 
remote control locking and unlocking devices in both towers? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. This is a penal institution? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. And at present in case of fire the exit is not ade- 
quate to rapidly evacuate the men housed in the building? 

Admiral CLarx. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepPpARD. Admiral Perry, has this project been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. Yes; this project was engineered by officers of the 
District Public Works Office of the 1st Naval District. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions? 

Mr. ANpREws. How many prisoners are there at Portsmouth? 

Admiral Cuark. Right now there are 964. 

Mr. ANpREws. And you have 40 officers and 396 enlisted men? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANpREws. They are on station there, on duty there? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes; and in addition to guarding them as prisoners 
they undertake a retraining program of these people. That is why 
the personnel is high. 

Mr. ANprEws. Are these prisoners enlisted men? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, they are enlisted men. These are the 
portions of our prisoners we feel may have a chance for rehabilitation. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Are these prisoners officers and enlisted men or 
just enlisted men? 

Admiral CLark. Just enlisted men. These officers try to retrain 
~~ People to try to make them useful military men or useful citizens. 

. ANDREws. That is all. 
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Fieet Sonar Scuooit, San Disco County, San Dreco, Cau 


Mr. SHeprarpD. We will pick up the next item reflected at pag 
C7-11 of the justifications, Fleet Sonar School, San Diego County, 
San Diego, Calif., wherein you are requesting $2,753,000 for a school 
building. 

At this installation the plant value is $1,553,455; funded construe. 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization 
is none; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $2,753,000: 
the proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $2,753,000; and the 
estimated future appropriation required is $2,898,860. 

Will you make your presentation for this requirement? 

Admiral Ciark. The present sonar school is housed in 3 temporary, 
2-story non-fire-resistant structures built during World War II as 
barracks. The limitations in space and restrictions on floor loading 
prevent the installation of necessary training equipment, and this 
replacement building is to permit us to conduct this school using the 
most modern equipment, some of which is heavy and large and cannot 
be fitted into the building presently existing, which itself is badly 
deteriorated. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see you anticipate maintaining your same officer 
strength, 63; and enlisted strength of 367 compared with 371 at 
present; the same civilian strength, 14; and you anticipate maintaining 
a student officer strength of 160 compared to 79 at present; and a 
student enlisted strength of 690 as compared to 339 at present. 

Admiral Cuarx. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, what are the engineering features 
connected with this item? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by Kistoer, 
Wright & Wright of Los Angeles, Calif., at a cost of $16,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. And this improvement is considered essential to 
the training of the number of officers and students expected to be 
exposed to that type of training once the building is completed, is 
that correct? 

Admiral Ciarxk. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. WiaeiteswortH. What type of school is this? 

Admiral Cuiark. This is an antisubmarine warfare school. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortH. A permanent setup? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. WicGeLeswortH. You will have how many students there’ 

Admiral Ciarx. About 850 total. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortu. 160 officers and 690 enlisted men? 

Admiral Cuarx. Yes. We have about 450 there now, sir. 

Mr. Wiacieswortu. This is a reinforced concrete building? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wiaateswortu. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the next item which is listed % 
“School buildings, classified,’ in the amount of $1,243,000. This * 
reflected on page C7-12 of the justifications. 

The location of these school buildings is not classified, but the 
utilization is classified and is not to be made a part of the record 

Is that correct? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. Proceed with your presentation. 

Admiral Cuarx. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is my understanding from your statement that 
this is a school of universal military application? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Navy apparently is carrying the responsibility 
for the construction of the buildings and so forth. What, if any, 
contribution is being made to this school by other branches of the 
military? 

Admiral CuarKx. None, sir. The Joint Chiefs of Staff gave this 
task to the Navy and we are financing the whole thing. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What is the engineering situation relating to this 
project? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by Murphy & 
Locraft of Washington, D. C., at a cost of $6,975. 

Mr. SHepparD. Looking at your personnel strength as reflected in 
the justifications, I notice that your present officer strength is listed 
as 39 and the planned officer strength is 36; enlisted is 72 at present, 
planned 62; civilian zero, planned zero; student officers 88 present, 
planned 100; student enlisted 155 present, planned 243. Is that all 
Navy personnel or is that to be split among the respective military 
services? 

Admiral Ctarx. That will include personnel of all services. 

Mr. SHeppaRD. Why do we find the Navy charged with the respon- 
sibility for carrying the excess load when the value of the school to the 
military services is of proportionate character? 

Admiral Cirarx. The type of weapons that we are studying at this 
school are largely Navy. If I may go off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparpb. This is a general function wherein a policy has been 
recently established that, where the function is predominantly N avy, 
the Navy will be the sponsor; and where the function is predominantly 
Amy, the Army will be the sponsor, and so on; is that correct? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct. 

Mr, SupepparD. Any questions on this item? 


FLeet TRAINING CENTER, PEARL Harsor, T. H. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will now take up the next item, a fire-fighting 

school at the Fleet Training Center, Pearl Harbor, T. H., for which 
you are asking $44,000. 
_At this installation, the plant value is $1,004,005; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value is none; existing unfunded authorization is 
hone; the proposed fiscal year 1956 authorization is $44,000; the 
proposed fiscal year 1956 appropriation is $44,000; and the estimated 
future appropriation required is $3,409,000. 

This is a small amount of money but what is your justification 
for the requirement? 

Admiral CLarx. This is for a fire-fighting school at Pearl Harbor. 

he present school is in a temporary building designed for a garage 
aiid warehouse which has been partially converted to accommodate 
‘wo classrooms. The structure has been badly damaged by extensive 
termite infestation and dry rot. Because of the condition of the build- 
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ing, we should destroy it and transfer the equipment and material to 
a permanent building. We have inadequate schoolroom space. The 
student load requires 4,338 square feet and we are trying to operate 
in 1,280 square feet. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering situation relating to this 
project? 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advance planned by officers 
of the district public works office of the 14th Naval District. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions? 

Gentlemen, we thank you very much for your appearance befor 
the committee and for your answers to the interrogation of member 
of the committee. 

Mepicau Faciiitres—Continental 


Mr. SHepparp. We will now pick up the next item, “Medical 
facilities.” Do we have those gentlemen present? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir; we have. Admiral B. W. Hogan, Chief 
of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, is here, and also Capt. James 
B. Butler, Director of the Planning Division of the Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery. Admiral Hogan has a statement for the record. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Admiral Hogan, we will be glad to have your 
statement. 

GENERAL STATEMENT 


Admiral Hocan. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, the objectives of the 
program under the sponsorship of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
in the fiscal year 1956 public works program conform to criteria estab- 
lished by the Secretary of the Navy, Secretary of Defense, and the 
Bureau of the Budget. Utilization and preservation of existing, good 
quality, temporary facilities will be continued to the maximum feasible 
extent; however, the correction of several minor inadequacies and 
deficiencies are necessary in certain temporary facilities in order to 
meet expanded workloads, correct soil erosion, and insure minimal 
operational capacity under emergency conditions. The construction 
of a permanent hospital is proposed at Great Lakes, Ill., as a replace- 
ment for obsolete, temporary facilities constructed during World War 
I and World War II and considered to be detrimental to patient 
welfare because of severe winter weather in that area. 

Laboratory facilities for medical research are proposed at the Naval 
Submarine Base, New London, Conn. These will be provided by the 
conversion of one existing building and the construction of a new 
sound laboratory. It is considered paramount that medical researeh 
keep in pace with the development of new types of military craft and 
weapons which present continual new problems in human endurance 
and physiology. 

New permanent facilities for gthe Armed Forces Medical Library 
are proposed at the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md. 
as a replacement for present inadequate and obsolete facilities. 

Chapel facilities are proposed at the Naval Hospital, Guam, 
Marianas Islands, where no religious facilities currently exist. 

In order to accomplish the foregoing objectives, appropriation 1 
the amount of $2,841,700 is required. The items in this program are 
as follows: 

1. An 800- to 1,500-bed permanent hospital at the United States 
Naval Hospital, Great Lakes, Ill., is required as a replacement {ot 





293 


obsolete, temporary facilities of World War I and World War II 
construction. This item is a part of a coordinated program developed 
through the Bureau of the Budget and the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense to provide permanent facilities for meeting the ultimate 
peacetime hospital bed requirements of the Navy and Marine Corps 
in the Great Lakes area. In keeping with policies of cross-utilization 
and coordinated medical services, hospital beds will also be provided 
for local Army and Air Force needs. $750,000 is requested in fiscal 
vear 1956 to permit the development of architectural and engineering 
working plans only. Authorization and funding for the total amount 
required for construction, based on the data to be developed by the 
proposed architectural and engineering contract will be requested in 
the Navy public works program for fiscal year 1957. 

2. The provision of emergency electrical power, at a cost of $60,000, 
is required for portions of the United States Naval Hospital, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., not so equipped at the time of construction. These 
temporary ward buildings, constructed during World War II, are pow 
utilized for the care of neuropsychiatric, medical and surgical patients, 
Uninterrupted electrical service to vital functions within these patient 
areas is considered to be mandatory for patient welfare and safety. 

3. A serious soil-erosion problem exists at the United States Naval 
Hospital, Jacksonville, Fla., where the St. John’s River is rapidly 
destroying improved property by tidal and wave action. It is pro- 
posed to prevent further erosion by the construction of an 800-foot 
bulkhead along the riverbank at an estimated cost of $46,000. 

4. A 200-seat, all-faith chapel, at a cost of $269,000, is requested for 
the United States Naval Hospital, Guam, Marianas Islands. No 
religious facilities were provided for the recently completed hospital 
and none are accessible to the hospital in its new location. The 
chapel will be of standard plan and will provide facilities for hospital 
patients, staff, military personnel and dependents at the hospital and 
in the adjacent areas, and will serve to correct, in part, the overall 
deficiency of religious facilities on the island of Guam. 

5. Permanent medical research laboratory facilities are proposed for 
the Naval Medical Research Laboratory, Submarine Base, New 
London, Conn. The program for investigation of problems associated 
with shipboard and submarine medicine has been curtailed or ham- 
pered because of lack of facilities. The advent of newer types of 
weapons and naval craft has created problems in human stress, en- 
durance, and physiology. Additional investigation is urgently re- 
qured in order to aid man in keeping pace with the instruments of 
warfare. It is proposed to provide the most urgently required 
facilities by the conversion of an existing permanent building and the 
construction of a new sound laboratory at a total cost of $755,000 as 
an initial increment of a conversion plan at a total estimated cost of 
$1,044,000, to be completed later. 

_6. The Secretary of Defense has determined that permanent 
library facilities are urgently required for the Armed Forces Medical 
Library to replace existing overcrowded and inadequate facilities 
occupied since 1887. The responsibility for planning and budgeting 
for this new facility was assigned to the Secretary of the Navy. The 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery was further assigned the responsi- 
bility for sponsorship in the public works program. It is proposed to 
construct and operate the new library, which will incorporate features 
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for the protection of this invaluable collection of medical literature, op 
the grounds of the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md. 
The $350,000 requested in fiscal year 1956 will permit the develop. 
ment of architectural and engineering working plans. Appropriation 
in the amount required for construction of this building will be 
requested in the fiscal year 1957 Navy public works program. 

7. The provision of on-station family housing is proposed at three 
naval hospitals. At the United States Naval Hospital, Corona, Calif, 
the construction of 15 married enlisted men’s quarters and the pro. 
vision for 8 additional married officers’ quarters are requested. The 
latter will be accomplished by the conversion of an existing building 
excess to the current needs of the hospital. At the United States 
Naval Hospital, Chelsea, Mass., 15 married enlisted men’s quarters 
are proposed to replace existing inadequate and deteriorated apart- 
ments, converted from World War I temporary wards. Ten sets of 
married officers’ quarters are requested at the United States Naval 
Hospital, Corpus Christi, Tex. The above quarters will insure the 
around-the-clock coverage of these hospitals with medical specialists 
and technicians to meet recurring emergencies beyond the capabilities 
of customary duty section. The total estimated cost of the quarters 
requested is $611,700. 

I shall be happy to furnish additional details on any of the above 
items that you may desire. 


ARMED Forces Mepicat Lisprary, NATIONAL Navat Mepicat 
Center, Betnespa, Mp. 


Mr. Suepparp. We will pick up the first item under ‘Medical 


9? 


facilities,” which is an Armed Forces Medical Library proposed to 
be constructed at the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md. 
for which you are requesting $350,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $16,583,167; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $726,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $350,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $350,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $21,000,000. 

Present your justifications for that requirement. 

Admiral Ciark. This is to provide a permanent, fire-resistant 
concrete structure to house the valuable and irreplaceable collection 
of the Armed Forces Medical Library as a replacement for the exist- 
ing overcrowded, obsolete and hazardous building, occupied since 
1887. The present inadequate facilities necessitate a split operation 
and afford little protection of the collection against deterioration and 
loss by fire. 

The Secretary of Defense has asken the Navy to sponsor this projec! 
although it will be a medical library for all the Armed Forces and wil 
also be available, as at present, for other medical authorities all over 
the world. 

This year we are asking for $350,000 for the architectural and eng'- 
neering fees. The eventual cost of the project we estimate will be 
$6,369,000. We have Colonel Rogers here who can give you the 
details as to how this library operates, if you desire. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes, please do. 
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Colonel Rogers. The Armed Forces Medical Library has long since 
outgrown the quarters if now occupies, which were built in 1887. 
The quantities of literature amassed by the library has become so 
great that since 1942 we have had to move 30, 000 books to rented 
space in Cleveland, Ohio. The current receipts average 15,000 mono- 
graphs and 100, 000 journal publications every year. At the present 
time we face a really desperate situation which can only be solved by 
the construction of a new building. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the Navy’s cost for the operation of the 
library as of the moment, with specific reference to the Navy, period? 

Colonel Rogers. This is now a joint library. 

Mr. SuepparpD. Has it been joint over a pe riod of time? 

Colonel Rocrers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. This is not an innovation? 

Colonel Rogers. No. It has served the 3 services for 75 years. 
It was renamed the Armed Forces Medical Library in 1952 and given 
a joint administration at that time. 

Mr. SHepparD. Admiral Perry, what is the engineering situation 
relating to this project? 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advance planned by the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Mr. SHepparD. When do you contemplate that you will have the 
plans completed? 

Admiral Perry. We should make the architectural awards Novem- 
ber 1 of this year and the plans should be available within 12 months. 

Mr. SuepparD. The library is now located in how many buildings? 

Colonel Rogers. In 3 buildings in Washington and 1 in Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

Mr. SHeppaArD. | presume when the new building is completed the 
library will all be confined under one roof? 

Colonel Rogers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 


NavaL Hospirat, CuHeusea, Mass. 


Mr. SHepparb. We will pick up the next item, Naval Hospital, 
Chelsea, Mass., wherein you are requesting $192,800 for family 
housing. That is reflected on page CFH8-1 of the justifications. 

At this installation the plant value is $8,672,165; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $192,800; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $192,800; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, none. 

Proceed with your presentation for this requirement. 

Admiral Ciark. These enlisted men’s quarters are replacements 
for 15 units that are 38 vears old. Because of the operational necessity 
for key enlisted personnel to reside on the station, the availability of 
community housing is not a factor. We feel these people must ‘live 
aboard and we would like to re place these extremely old unsatisfactory 
buildings with permanent ones for those who must remain on the 
station, 

Mr. SuHepparp. In other words, these people for whom you want 
to construct housing will continue to live on the station but you want 
them adequately housed? 
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Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. I notice the unit cost is $12,850. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, what is the engineering situation 
relating to this project? 

Admiral Perry. The cost of this housing item is based on the DOD 
criteria as have been all the housing items presented in this proposal. 


Navau Hospitat, Corona, Catir. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, “Naval Hospital, 
Corona, Calif.,’’ wherein you are requesting $256,800 for family hous- 
ing for 4 senior officers, 4 junior officers, and 15 enlisted men. 

At this installation the plant value is $11,036,683 ; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $256,800; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $256,800; and the estimated future appropriation re- 
quired, $30,000. 

Present the necessity for this request. 

Admiral Cuark. This, sir, is to house the officers and enlisted men 
who must be on station at this hospital ready to meet emergency 
medical calls. They are now housed in a building which is going to 
revert to other uses. I believe Captain McFarland has the details. 

Captain McFaruanp. Eight additional MOQ’s and fifteen addi- 
tional MEMQ’s are urgently required on the station for the efficient, 
24-hour, 7-days-a-week operation of the hospital and to meet emer- 
gency medical requirements. Because of the operation necessity for 
doctors, medical specialists, and key enlisted personnel to reside on 
the station, the availability of community housing is not a factor. 
The hospital is located 4% miles from the small rural community of 
Corona with no public transportation available. These units will be 
constructed on land already owned by the Government, and the 
MOQ’s will be provided by conversion of an existing building. 

Mr. SHepparp. What type of conversion do you anticipate doing 
here under this request? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, this will consist of the conversion 
of an existing unoccupied enlisted men’s dormitory. 

Mr. Suepparp. What kind of building is it? 

Admiral Perry. The building is wood frame on concrete floor slab. 

Mr. SHepparpD. How old is that building? 

Admiral Perry. It is a wartime building. 

Mr. SHepparp. Then it was considered temporary at the time of 
construction? 

Admiral Prerry. Yes, sir; it was. 

Mr. SHepparD. What would be the additional cost from an en- 
gineering point of view to build new quarters as compared to making 
apartments out of a temporary structure? 

Admiral Perry. The advance planning has been done by the officers 
of the District Public Works Office of the Eleventh Naval District. 
The cost of conversion for each of the apartments to be occupied by 
senior officers will be $9,000, and for the junior officers, $7,000. If we 
used the DOD criteria, the cost of those quarters would be—— 

Captain McFarianp. $141,800. 
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Admiral Perry. What would they be individually? 

Captain McFaruanp. $20,250 for the senior officers and $15,200 
for the junior officers. 

Admiral Perry. In other words, approximately two times as much. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the contemplated figure of maintenance 
that will be necessary on a yearly basis after you have done this 
conversion? 

Admiral Perry. I do not have that before me. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What would be the normal percentage? 

Admiral Perry. I would estimate 5 percent maintenance alone 
not operation. 

Admiral Crarx. I think actually this was a permanent building at 
one time. 

Captain Butter. Yes. This was constructed as a part of the TB 
unit. It has the Spanish-type tile. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I know the buildings and that is what prompted 
my question. I may not have the same buildings in mind, but there 
were certain buildings there that if you considered conversion of them 
I would question the wisdom of the conversion, but from the testi- 
mony given perhaps we are not talking about the same ones. 

Admiral Perry. I say it is temporary because I consider any wood 
frame building of temporary character. This is wood frame on a 
concrete floor slab. 

Mr. SHepparD. Mr. Wigglesworth, we are considering the housing 
requirement at the naval hospital, Corona, Calif. This is under 
“Medical facilities.” They are asking for the conversion of a building 
to provide quarters for 4 senior officers and 4 junior officers to the 
extent of $64,000, and 15 enlisted men’s quarters, for a total of 
$192,800. Do you have any questions? 

Mr. Wia@LeswortH. 23 units for $256,800? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WieeLeswortu. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 


Navat Hospitau, Corpus Curisti, Tex. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, naval hospital, 
Corpus Christi, Tex., reflected at page CFHS8-3 of the justifications, 
wherein you request $162,100 for family housing for 2 senior officers 
and 8 junior officers. 

At this installation the plant value is $3,339,979; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $162,100; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $162,100; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $27,000. 

You will present your justifications for the requirement, please. 

Admiral Cuarx. We are requesting these 10 quarters, sir, for key 
personnel in order to keep on station officers who may be called to 
the hospital on off-duty hours to meet emergency calls. These 
quarters will be built on station on land owned by the Government. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, what is the engineering situation 
connected with this item? 

Admiral Perry. There has been no advance planning engineering 
on this project. The estimates were established by criteria from the 
Department of Defense. 
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NavaL HospiraL, Great LAxss, IL. 


Mr. SHerparp. We will pick up the next item, naval hospital, 
Great, Lakes, Ill., where you are asking for a permanent 800-bed hos- 
pital on a 1,500- bed chassis for which you are requesting in fiscal year 
1956, $750,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $8,804,511; funded construe- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $750,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $750,000; and the estimated future appropriation re- 
quired, $17,500,000. 

Will you make your presentation, for that requirement, please? 

Admiral CLtark. We are requesting $750,000. 

Mr. SHeppsrp. This is A. and E. money? 

Admiral Ciark. A. and E. money for a new permanent hospital 
containing patient treatment, clinical, subsistence and other neces- 
sary ancillary facilities as a replacement for obsolete and scattered 
temporary wartime construction. Existing permanent structures 
will be integrated into the total plan in their present capacities. The 
new facilities will eliminate present hazards associated with trans- 
porting patients between scattered facilities, especially during severe 
winter weather. 

We expect to take care of & military pout of 91,400, of which 
35,875 are Navy, 4,850 are Army, 12,600 are Air Force, and 38,000 
dependents. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, your A. and E. money is for the 
purpose of drawing up the plans and blueprints and so forth? 

Admiral Ctark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. And your estimated future appropriation requests 
will be $17,500,000? 

Admiral CLark. $13,480,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see here $17,500.000. 

Admiral CLark. The estimated cost of this hospital is $13,480,000. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Perry, when do you anticipate that this 
A. and E. money will be expended and the data necessary for con- 
tracting available? 

Admiral Perry. February 15, 1956, assuming we receive the money 
on the Ist of July, which we have not, so it will slip beyond February 
15, 1956, by the difference between July 1 and the time we actually 
receive the money. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, practically all the projects we have 
referred to so far will be predicated on (1) whether Congress appro- 
priates the funds, and (2) whether the allocating authorities allocate 
the funds according to the justifications presented to the Congress. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct up to a point. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the deviation? 

Admiral Parry. The time you have to go through for allocation of 
funds is sometimes somewhat delayed, particularly in regard to hos- 
pital designs and hospital construction. 

Mr. SHeprarp. That is an interesting comment coming from you, 
Admiral Perry, because I have heard from sources other than yourself 
and your associates that you had done a remarkable job of getting 
your allocated money out. 
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Admiral Prirry. If we get the money allocated we have no trouble 
getting it obligated if we have the criteria, which we will have in this 
instance. But we fsometimes have trouble getting the allocation to 
us after Congress has appropriated the funds. 

Mr. SHepparp. That is what I understand. 

Admiral Perry, what is the engineering situation on this project? 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning for this project was performed 
by Schmidt, Garden & Erickson of Chicago, Ill., at a cost of $80,000. 

‘Mr. SHepparD. Any questions? 

Mr. WiGGLeswortTH. I notice you estimate $25 a square foot for 
this construction. How does that compare with other hospital 
construction? 

Admiral Perry. It compares very favorably with actual bids that 
have been received for hospital construction in the past and it con- 
forms with the figures which the Bureau of the Budget has received 
and which they have approved for us. 

Mr. WiaeL_esworrn. This is to take care of how many people? 
It is an 800-bed hospital? 

Admiral Ciark. It is to take care of a total population of 91,400. 
When I say population I mean elegible for hospitalization. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortu. Is that Army, Navy, and Air Force? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, and their dependents. 

Mr. WieGLeswortH. What is the present population? 

Admiral Ciark. The estimated population at present is 72,681. 

Mr. WieGieswortn. Are they all being taken care of in these 
frame wards thut you told us about? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. One of the buildings is a permanent 
building. It contains the obstetrical ward. I had the shock of 
seeing where they put the babies so close together the nurse can 
hardly reach over and get hold of them. But all the ward buildings 
are spread out in these temporary structures. 

Mr. Wieeieswortu. Are you stating, then, that there is no other 
hospital, Army, Navy, Air Force, Veterans’ Administration, or other- 
wise, Within a reasonable distance that could be utilized? 

Admiral CLark. I would like to have Captain Butler of the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery answer that. 

Captain Butter. Yes, sir. That question has also been investi- 

gated thoroughly by the Office of the Secretary of Defense and the 
Bureau of the Budget. 
_ Mr. WigeLesworra. I ask because we know of instances where it 
is proposed to close a hospital, and yet it would seem, when the 
picture is looked into as though the hospital might very well serve 
military needs if the military were willing to travel a few miles to 
utilize it. And I want your assurance to this committee that the 
ground has been thoroughly canvassed and there is no other available 
facility. 

Admiral Ctark. It has been thoroughly canvassed over 3 or 4 
years. 

Admiral Hoaan. This is now a jointly utilized hospital. At the 
present time there are Navy and Marine Corps personnel, 237; 
Army, 261; Air Force, 33. It serves military personnel and also 
serves the Middle West area. 
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Mr. Wiceieswortu. But there is no other building or facility 
within reasonable reach of this location that could serve as a replace- 
ment for the hospital that you tell us is now inadequate? 

Admiral Hocan. No hospital in operation today. 


Navau Hospitat, JACKSONVILLE, Fua. 


Mr. Suepparp. The next item is ‘‘Naval Hospital, Jacksonville, 
Fla.,” bulkhead along riverbank, for which you are asking $46,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $3,598,815; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $46,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $46,000; and the estimated future appropriation re- 
quired, none. 

Mr. Suepparp. Proceed and present the justification for that re- 
quirement, please. 

Admiral Ciark. This item is to construct an 800-foot bulkhead 
along the St. Johns River bank to prevent further loss of improved 
Government property due to erosion. The river is eroding away the 
bank. The present rate of erosion endangers the wiring and trees 
along the river bank where the quarters are located. We believe this 
expenditure will save us money and prevent major inconvenience if 
authorized at this time. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, has this been engineered? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; it has. Advance planning was per- 
formed by the Office of the District Public Works Officer of the 6th 
Naval District, Charleston, S. C. 

Mr. SuHepparp. At this particular location, you have already lost a 
25-foot strip by erosion. If the 800-foot bulkhead is put in; will it 
stop that erosion? ; 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; it will. 

Mr. SuepparpD. There will be no question about the technique as 
as far as that is concerned and the end result will be accomplished? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 


Navat Mepicat Researcn Lasoratory, Unirep Stares Nava. 
SUBMARINE Bass, New Lonpon, Conn. 


Mr. SHepparD. The next item is the Naval Medical Research 
Laboratory at the United States Naval Submarine Base, New London, 
Conn., facilities for medical research laboratory, wherein you are 
asking for $755,000. 

At this installation the plant value is included in the submarine base 
amount of $23,008,622: funded construction not in the plant value. 
none; existing unfunded authorization, none; the proposed 1956 
authorization, $755,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $755,000; 
and the estimated future appropriation required, $289,000. 

Proceed and present the justifications for this requirement and the 
necessity for the request. 

Admiral Ciarx. This item is to convert one barracks building 
and construct a new sound laboratory to provide urgently needed 
space for medical research in problems associated with shipboard, 
diving, and submarine medicine. Additional research in human 
physiology and tolerance is urgently required in connection with 
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nuclear submarine. Spaces currently available are crowded and 
inadequate in size and design and consist of temporary barracks 
buildings, used only as a matter of expediency to meet expanding 
needs of the laboratory. 

Mr. SHepparp. Where else do you have activities of a parallel 
character? 

Admiral CLtarx. Nowhere. 

Mr. SuHepparp. In other words, there is no other place you can go 
and receive the benefit of the training desired under the presentation 
you are making; is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. That is correct. Of course, being a submarine 
base, that is the ideal place to conduct research. 

Mr. Suepparp. I note your officer complement, present and 
planned, is 12; enlisted, present 29, planned 28; civilian, present, 49, 
lene 61; student, present, 5, planned, 29. 

As to the civilian’ category, why the increase of civilians and for 
what purpose are you going to use them? 

Admiral Ciarx. Those figures are for the base as a whole. I am 
not sure that the Medical Department intends to take on any more; 
they expect to do it with the present work force. I would have to 
supply the other for the committee. I am not sure just what the 
submarine base contemplates. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering technique pertaining to 
this project? 

Admiral Perry. This project has been advance-planned by Skid- 
more, Owen & Merrill, of New York City, at a cost of $7,500. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are there any questions? 

Mr. WieGLeswortH. Why $66.40 a square foot? 

Admiral Perry. Because of the particular type of building. 

Mr. WiacLeswortH. What is the type? 

Admiral Perry. It will be concrete foundation on rock, brick walls 
without windows, poured gypsum roof slab. Special interior finishes 
for sound testing will require specialized engineering services. An 
echoic chamber and submarine psychoacoustic researe +h room will have 
fiberglass wedges all surfaces, stretched-wire floor suspended 4 inches 
above subfloor, and so forth, to achieve attenuation (reduction) of 
an ambient (surrounding) noise level of at least 90 decibels. with 
95 percent sound absorption. Recording laboratory to be plaster 
polyeylindrical shape and hung ceiling also polycylindrical. Eleetro- 
physiological recording to have electric shielding to achieve 100. deci- 
bels electrical attenuation. All other rooms to have attenuation: of 
ambient noise level of at least 90 decibels, completely air-conditioned. 

Mr. WiaGteswortH. What do you mean by sound shielding? 

Admiral Perry. It is really a soundproof building, Mr. Wiggles- 
worth. They test for sound within this building itself. 

Mr. WiaGieswortH. They test for sound? 

Admiral Prerry. Yes, sir; the height of sound and the effect of 
sound upon people that are put in there. I think you had better get 
the doctor to answer you on that. 

Captain Butter. This is research in sound, Mr. Wigglesworth. 

Mr. WigGLeswortu. The effects of sound on the human being? 

Captain Butter. The effects of sound on the human being; yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrrertac. May I ask along the same line: This is medical 
research, is it not? 





Captain Burimr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrertaa. And it deals specifically with atomic and submarine 
research? 

Captain Butier. Yes, sir; that is part of it. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Problems that might be related thereto? 

Captain Butier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. However, the determinations that are arrived at 
are not necessarily confined to the functions of the submarine exclu- 
sively; it could be applied elsewhere where they do have the effects of 
sound and its interference with the mental capacity? 

Captain Butuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. So it does have its contributing factors to other 
issues of sound effects, even though it is being restricted for that? 

Admiral Hogan. Yes, sir. This is only one part of the research 
project there that is planned, the effect of noises, for instance, on 
crews to the point where they destroy the ability to hear noises. Of 
course, this research there can be transferred to noises from jet 
engines. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is this somewhat of an innovation in your field of 
research? 

Admiral Hoacan. We are doing this research now, but they have 
not had the proper laboratory, really, to get the best results. 

Mr. SuepparpD. It occurs to me this could contribute considerably 
to another aspect of military problems. In other words, I understand 
from the medical profession they are having a lot of difficulty where the 
population is too close to the high-revved-up jet operation, because 
where you have a high-velocity noise it is transferred to the individual 
and some react extremely adverse and some not so badly. 

Admiral Hoean. The final results of damage done by these noises 
on the ear and how they would apply to the civilian population as 
well as Navy personnel living under those conditions. 

Mr. OsrertaG. May I ask for clarification, under item 1, “Facili- 
ties for medical research laboratory,’”’ subitem b, ‘‘Remodel building 
No. 141,” under that subheading it calls for ‘““Expand basement. 
New penthouse.” 

I think we ought to have a definition of what you mean by pent- 
house in connection with the laboratory. 

Captain Burier. I believe penthouse is proper wherever they put 
in air conditioning. 

Mr. OstertTaG. You mean you have to have a penthouse to put 
the air conditioning in? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. You have to put air conditioning in 
here and, in order to provide room for the air conditioning equipment, 
it has to be on the roof. Therefore, we have to make a new roof and 
put what we call an air-conditioning penthouse up there, just like 
you have a penthouse for motors, and so forth, to run elevators. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, it is a penthouse but not necessarily 
for recreational purposes. 

Admiral Perry. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. That is what I was trying to get clear on the 
record. It is not a penthouse in the ordinary sense of the word as 
interpreted by the lay mind, that a penthouse is a nice comfortable 
room or apartment on the roof of a building? 

Admiral Perry. I do not imagine this room would be very com- 
fortable with the machinery in there. 
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Nava. Hosprrat, PHILADELPHIA, Pa. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pick up the next item ‘‘Naval Hospital, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., standby emergency power’’ where you are asking for 
560,000. 

At this installation the plant value is $8,874,034; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $60,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $60,000; and the estimated future appropriation re- 
quired, $7,372,000. 

Proceed and make your presentation for that requirement. 

Admiral Crark. This is for the installation of two 50-kilovolt- 
ampere diesel generator units in the east substation at the hospital, 
and two 75-kilovolt-ampere diesel generator units at the west sub- 
station, and to construct a lean-to building to house the equipment and 
switching gear. That particular hospital has some emergency stand- 
by power, but it has not for some of the important wards and areas 
where they should have standby power in case of failure. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, this is beefing up your standby 
power requirements? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What are the engineer features? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by the office 
of the district public works officer, of the Fourth Naval District, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


MepicaL FaciLirigs—OvERSEAS 


Mr. SHepparpb. The next is ‘““Medical facilities—overseas.’’ This 
is not classified, is it? 
Admiral CLark. No, sir. 


NavauL Hospirat, Guam, Mariana ISLANDS 


Mr. SHepparpD. | call your attention to the ‘Naval Hospital, 
(tuum, Mariana Islands,’”’ wherein you are asking for $269,000 for a 
chapel of 200 seats. 

I note at this installation the plant value is none; funded construc- 
tion not im the plant value, $17,525,380, existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $269,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $269,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $1,297,000. 

Make your presentatior for this requirement, please. 

Admiral Ciark. This is for the construction of a permanent 200- 
seat all-faith chapel to provide suitable religious facilities for the 
hospital patients and staff and military and civilian populations in 
adjacent areas. There are 2,606 people who will be served by this 
chapel. They are presently using a quorset hut, which is ivsufficient 
in size and has deteriorated because of the damp climate and typhoons 
that regularly strike Guam. 

Mr. SuHepparp. I see under “b’” “Site development, roads, walks, 
and utilities” a lump sum of $34,300. I assume from that that you 
are either putting in new roads or improving roads already there. 
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Admiral Perry. Generally speaking, the roads will be merely , 
realining of the roads in order to fit them around the new building 
after it is built. It will not be a new system of roads. 

Mr. SHEepparD. What are the engineering features applied to this 
item? 

Admiral Perry. This was advance planned by the area public 
works officer at Guam, Midway Islands. 

Mr. Suepparp. This is to be used as a chapel for all religious 
faiths? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Anprews. What is the size of this hospital on Guam? 

Admiral Hoean. This is a brandnew hospital, completed last fall 
of 300 beds. 

Mr. AnprEws. How many other hospitals are over there? 

Admiral Hocan. This is the only hospital servicing the three 
services. There is another hospital on the island run by the Guam 
trustees of the island. 

Mr. AnpreEws. But the Navy has the mission to supply hospital 
facilities for all three services on that island? 

Admiral Hocan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANprews. And you say no other service has a hospital there. 

Admiral Hocan. Yes, sir. They have no facilities there for hospital 
care. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortu. Where are the 2,606 people to be served by 
this chapel? 

Admiral Cuark. They are in the near vicinity. 

Mr. Wiacieswortu. In other words, this chapel is not to be 
exclusively for the hospital? 

Admiral Crark. That is correct; it is for the military population on 
the island of Guam. 

Mr. WiaGieswortuH. There is no other chapel there now other than 
the quonset hut? 

Admiral Crark. That is correct. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortu. This unit cost of $29.71 per square foot is the 
figure laid down, generally speaking, for chapels by the Secretary of 
Defense? 

Admiral Cuark. I think there is a cost factor involved of the 
location. 

Admiral Perry. There is a cost factor of 2, which would make the 
cost of a similar structure within the continental confines of the United 
States $14.85 per square foot, which is well within the criteria laid 
down by DOD. 

Mr. WiaeieswortH. This is about double the cost per square foot 
in the United States. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wiaeteswortu. Is that true of all construction in Guam? 

Admiral Prrry. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Wiae.teswortu. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. OstrertTAG. We have quite a military operation on Guam, have 
we not? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsrertaGc. Thousands of ground troops of the Army? 

Admiral CLtark. No, sir; we have not thousands of ground troops 00 
Guam. We estimate we will be taking care of a population of 2,600 
people and that includes dependents. 
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Mr. OstertTAG. Both civilian and military? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir; as long as the civilians are connected— 
wives and children of the military. 

Mr. OstpertaGc. American wives and children of the military? 

Admiral Ciark. That is right. 

Mr. Ostertac. And that constitutes a total military operation 
personnel on the island of Guam? 

Admiral Ciark. No, sir; it does not. Captain Butler can expand 
on that. 

Captain Butter. This chapel is to provide religious services for a 
section of Guam, about one-third, in an area of this population. 
Eventually the Chaplain Corps plans to have about 3 chapels on 
(Guam, 1 at the other end of the island and 1 in another area of per- 
sonnel concentration. This is the first one of the 3 chapels they will 
have to replace a number of quonset hut chapels, I think probably 4 
or 5 or half a dozen. 

Mr. Ostertac. What I am trying to get at is the size of our mili- 
tary establishment on Guam and then the Navy’s responsibility 
thereto. I am trying to determine the over-all picture and where 
your responsibilities are in connection with it. When I visited the 
Island of Guam some two or three years ago, and if I recall correctly, 
[ visited a hospital there. 

Admiral CLark. I would have to get you for the record the total 
military population. I think perhaps where the questioning got off 
on a different aspect was Admiral Hogan was addressing himself to 
Mr. Andrews in talking about what the chapel served and this is not 
necessarily serving the hospital itself. What Captain Butler said is 
correct. 

Mr. OstrertaG. I am merely trying to get the picture as to Navy’s 
responsibilitv on the island of Guam and the total overall personnel 
picture of the services. 

Admiral Cuark. I do not have those figures with me. I think it 
is about 18,000 military people on the whole island. 

Mr. Ostertac. And the Navy is solely responsible for the per- 
sonnel there, including providing chapels? 

Admiral CLarx. I would have to check whether the Air Force is 
providing a chapel for their faiths, or not. I do not have that infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Ostertac. The impression was left here a few moments ago 
that the Navy was responsible—— 

Admiral Ciarx. For the hospitals; for the medical services. 

Mr. OsrertaG. I know, but we have already separated the hospital 
and the chapel as to personnel requirements and services, have we not? 

Admiral CLarx. No, sir, I do not think we have; because when | 
answered the Navy was responsible, I was addressing Mr. Andrews 
in saying we are responsible for the hospitals. I do not believe we 
are responsible for all the religious welfare for all three services; 
I think they have divided it into areas and for this area where there 
are largely naval personnel, plus Army people who are hospitalized 
and Air Force people who are hospitalized, we want to take care of 
that local population. We are not responsible for those people when 
they leave the hospital, as to whether they go to church the week 
after. If they go back to the SAC base, they may go to their Air 
Force chapel. But from a survey that has been made of this part of 
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the island of Guam where the hospital happens to be located, we 
have a requirement as computed by the chaplain of providing religioys 
services to a total of 2,606 military people. Some of those people arp 
in the hospital and they may be either Army, Navy, or Air Force. 

Mr. Osrertac. And they may be outside of the hospital? 

Admiral CLtarx. And they may be dependents of those people. 
And if there are any natives, we certainly would permit them to go, 
although the most of them attend the island churches, and the Depart- 
ment of Interior is responsible for the government of Guam—that js. 
for the native population. 

Mr. OstertaG. Actually here you have a request for funds to con- 
struct a chapel which is going to be adjacent and associated with the 
hospital. There is nothing here to indicate whether there are hun- 
dreds of chapels, or no chapels on the island of Guam and what the 
requirements are for this chapel. Your justification merely says, 
in substance, you hope to serve some 2,600 people, but not how many 
other chapels might still be serving that same number of people. 

Admiral Ciark. There are several chapels, all in quonset huts, 
but there are no permanent chapels on Guam under the military. 
This is a replacement of a quonset hut with a permanent chapel. 

Mr. SuHepparp. If there were other chapels there, this presentation 
would obviously fall within the category of the Air Force and | 
presume would be reflected in their public works section. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHeprparp. Admiral Hogan, I want to thank you and your 
assistants for your attendance and the responses to the interrogations 
of the committee. 


COMMUNICATION FactLir1ES—CONTINENTAL 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item entitled “Communication 
Facilities—Continental’”’ wherein I find a request for a naval radio 
station at Northwest, Va.—radio direction finder facility, $436,000. 

Will you proceed with your justification of this requirement, please? 

Admiral, you have a very short statement to present to the com- 
mittee? 

GENERAL STATEMENT 


Admiral Bruton. Yes, sir. 

1. The naval communication public works program for fiscal year 
1956 requires appropriations in the amount of $28,382,800 for 8 
projects of which 1 is in the continental United States, 2 are in a 
United States territory and 5 are in foreign countries. 

2. The projects for which appropriations are requested are of such 
essentiality to the required augmentation and improvement of the 
naval communication system as to require action in the fiscal year 
1956 public works program. They have been developed in con- 
sonance with all criteria for public works projects and have been 
planned and designed to meet two specific program objectives: _ 

A. The first objective is the required expansion or augmentation 
of the naval communication system. necessary to meet the communi- 
cation support required by the naval operating forces. All but $1 mil- 
lion of the requested amount is programed against this objective. 
Three projects in this expansion and augmentation program, as fol- 
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lows, are required to relieve communication deficiencies caused by 
the expanding commitments of the operating forces and the develop- 
ment of new concepts of operation: 

(2) Construction of facilities designed to provide communications 
to the eastern Mediterranean area, where facilities are now either 
nonexistent or inadequate ; 

(b) Improvement of communication capabilities in the Alaskan 
area to Meet continental defense program requirements; 

(ec) Purchase of long-lead time equipment for a new powerful véry 
low-frequency transmitter station in the Northeast Atlantic to provide 
reliable communication to submarines operating in Atlantic areas. 
The remaining projects are to provide housing and community support 
facilities at stations operationally complete or under construction in 
the Philippines, Japan, and North Africa. 

B. A second program objective for naval communications is that of 
providing incidental facilities in support of the antisubmarine warfare 
‘program. Appropriations in the amount of $1 million are being re- 
quested under this category to provide new direction finder facilities 
at the Naval Communication Station, Norfolk, and to construct 
new buildings to house new and modern direction finder equipment 
and to provide incidental utilities at existing communication: stations 
in Adak and Japan. This new equipment, purchased with annual 
appropriations, is to replace outmoded World War II direction finders, 
and is an essential link in providing necessary capability in the anti- 
submarine warfare program. The phasing of this construction has 
been matched to equipment delivery dates. 


Navaut Rapio Station, NortHweEst, VA. 


Mr. SHepparp. Now pick up the detailed request for the naval 
radio station at Northwest, Va., wherein you are asking for $436,000 
for a radio direction finder facility. 

At this installation the plant value is $4 million; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, $100,000; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $436,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $436,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, none. 

Admiral Cuarx. This provides for the construction of a complete 
high-frequency direction finder facility in completion of stations in 
the Atlantic of a high-frequency direction finder nature. It will 
replace the obsolete and worn out high-frequency direction finder 
facility with a modern facility and is necessary to place the Navy in 
a position for classified operations essential to national defense. The 
new facility is to be constructed on Government land at the site of an 
existing radio station. 

Mr. SHEepparD. I see the personnel strength is reflected as present, 
officer, none; planned, 1; enlisted personnel, present, none; planned, 
20; civilian, present, none; planned, none. In other words, you will 
have a. total of 21 military personnel on that station when it is com- 
pleted; is that correct? 

Admiral Cuarx. That is correct. 

_ Mr.SHepparp. And it is my understanding from your statement that 
itis to provide another integral part of this type of communication; 
is that correct? 
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Admiral Cirark. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. What is the engineering feature situation connected 
with this issue? 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning for this project was performed 
by Marcellas Wright & Son of Richmond, Va., at a cost of $6,200. 

Mr. SHerparp. As far as your housekeeping requirements reflect 
the devices, they are based on your shopping list and past experience: 
is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

ae OstertaG. I take it there is no land acquisition involved in 
this. 

Mr. SHepparp. No; it is all Government owned. 

Mr. Ostertaa. And it is being constructed on the already owned 
4,700 acres. 

Admiral Ciark. That is right. 

Mr. Osrertaa. Is this just land that you have available for this 
use, or was it acquired in anticipation of this development? What is 
the history in connection with this site? 

Captain Rurr. It was acquired with a view of eventually installing 
this particular facility. 

Mr. Ostrertac. When was it acquired? 

Admiral Bruton. This large tract of land was acquired primarily 
to build a high-frequency naval receiver station in Northwest, Va. 
It is about 20 miles from Norfolk. Of course this high-frequency 
direction finder will only occupy a very small part of this large tract. 
The primary purpose was for a receiver station with outside antennas, 
and so forth. We are going to use part of it for this high-frequency 
direction finder which is also a receiving facility. 

Mr. Osrrrtac. In other words, this 4,700 acres you acquired some 
few years ago and not necessarily for this project entirely? 

Admiral Bruton. No; only a small part of it for this project. 

Mr. Wiaeieswortu. If we own the land and it is to be at the site 
of an existing station, why do you need $262,000 for site preparation, 
utilities, roads and services? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. OsterraG. In other words, this high-frequency direction finder 
facility which you are justifying here is going to require additional 
improvements along the line of utilities and roads to the particular 
site or location of this development? Am I correct in that assumption’ 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

Mr. OstertaG. And the 290 acres is the approximate amount of 
area that will be used in that connection? 

Admiral Cuiarx. That is right. 

Mr. OstertaG. Rather than the 4,700 listed in the justifications. 

Admiral Bruton. That is correct. 


CoMMUNICATION FAcILITIES—OVERSEAS 
Navat Comunications Station, ADAK, ALASKA 


Mr. Suepparp. Pick up the first item under ‘“Communicatiol 
facilities, overseas,’ reflected there under “Naval Communications 
Station, Adak, Alaska,’ radio direction finder facility, wherein you 
are asking $439,000. 
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At this installation the plant value is $13,875,000; funded construc- 
tion not in plant value, $150,000; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $439,000; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $439,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, none. 

Make your presentation for that requirement, please. In the first 
place, 1 want to know is this part of a total operation that is in an 
expansion program procedure, or is this an individual concept that 
we are making to these respective stations? 

Admiral Cuark. This is part of a worldwide program that is expand- 
ing. We have under procurement new and improved direction-finder 
equipment for installation in the various direction-finder stations. 
The equipment will be available on the Ist of January 1956. 

At this present station at Adak, the old equipment is now housed 
ina frame shack with a floor area of 1,320 square feet and it is subjected 
to flooding in heavy rains. The new equipment requires 2,200 square 
feet and, of course, should be weathertight, so that the electronic 
equipment contained therein will not be made inoperable by the 
weather. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is it generally considered that stations of this 
character are preferably established in obscure places, away from 
population to the degree possible? 

Admiral Ctark. Yes, sir, in order to avoid electronic interference. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. To avoid interference both electrical and other- 
wise? 

Admiral CLarx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I notice you are carrying a rather consistent small 
personnel in connection with stations reviewed so far. I notice here 
you show officer personnel, present, 1; planned, 1; enlisted personnel, 
present, 21; planned, 20 and zero, zero for civilians. 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. And, as you previously stated, this is part of a 
chain operation? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. And is considered an absolute necessity if chain 
communication is to be completed in its entirety and become efficient 
accordingly ; is that correct? 

Admiral Ciarxk. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the status of the engineering features 
pertaining to this item? 

Admiral Perry. In connection with this item, the advance plan- 
ning was performed by the office of the district public works officer 
of the 17th Naval District, Kodiak, Alaska. 

Mr. Suepparp. Are there any questions upon this item? 

_Mr. WiaeLtesworta. What do you mean by technical collateral 
installation ? 

Admiral Perry. That is the installation of a special equipment 
which must go into the facility itself. I think Admiral Bruton could 
probably expand on that more than I. I do not know exactly what 
collateral equipment is. 

; Admiral Bruron. That is the installation of the electronic equip- 
lent. 

Mr. Wiccteswortu. The cost per square foot is $68.18 for the 
D. F. building and $60.50 for the emergency power building. How 
do those compare with other Alaska construction? 
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Admiral Perry. They are exactly in line with what our experieny 
has been in connection with construction at Adak. Adak is a very 
isolated place and in order to get anything constructed up there the 
contractor must bid high, because he sends his men up there; hp 
has to assure the men will have overtime work on this work and jf jj 
rains and they cannot work, his payroll still goes on. He has ty 
house and feed them. As a consequence, experience has shown oir 
cost factor there is an average cost factor of 3.0. It costs three times 
as much as to do similar work in the United States. 

Mr. OstertaG. Do you have difficulty in finding contractors, o 
do you negotiate? 

Admiral Perry. This is not done on a negotiated basis. We take 
bids on work up there and, peculiar to say, we get competition in 
bidding and generally from contractors in the northwest area of the 
United States, although sometimes contractors from San Francisco 
bid on work. 


NavaL Rapro Factuity, Kami Srya, JAPAN 


Mr. SueprarpD. Pick up the next item ‘‘Naval radio facility, Kami 
Seya, Japan,’’ wherein you are asking for a total of $2,564,700, con- 
prised of a radio direction-finder facility in the amount of $125,000, 
and family housing for 3 senior officers, 30 junior officers, and 11§ 
enlisted personnel in the amount of $2,439,700. 

At this installation the plant value is $4,510,393; funded construc 
tion not in plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $125,000;! the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $125,000;! and the estimated future appropriation 
required, none.’ 

Present your justifications for that requirement, please. 

Admiral Ciark. This is another item for the construction of a 
direction-finder building and the installation of electronic equipment 
in the building. The present direction-finder functions are being 
carried out in a mobile temporary shelter which was provided to 
house makeshift obsolete World War II direction-finder equipment 

This is part of the same program you just mentioned. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, this is just as essential to the 
program as the ones we have previously inquired into? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. You have reflected here personnel strength, officer, 
present, 2; planned, 5; enlisted, present, 39; planned, 52; civilian, 
zero, zero. 

Admiral Cuiark. That is correct. 

Mr. SuepparD. That is a small complement but is in accordance 
with the requirements, I presume, of an operation of this character’ 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering technique, Admiral? _ 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning for this project was performed 
by the officer in charge of construction of MOY contracts, at Okuska, 
Japan. 

Mr SuHepparp. Are there any questions? 


1 $2,439,700 for housing not included. 
2 $4,098,600 for housing not included. 
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Mr. OsterTaG. Admiral, in this Japan project, as in the Alaska 
project, I would like to know whether or not this serves just the 
naval facilities. I mean by that ships, or aircraft. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up “Family housing’’ for 3 senior 
officers and 30 junior officers and 118 enlisted personnel, to the extent 
of $2,439,700. 

Explain your requirement for that, please. 

Admiral CLark. There is no onstation housing at this remote 
facility and a survey conducted under coordination, of the commander 
in chief, Far East, indicates there are only 16 offstation dwellings 
within a reasonable distance and these in turn are very much below 
American standards. 

It is essential that the operation be fully operational under all 
conditions on a 24-hour basis and therefore we want more of our 
people to live aboard the station. 

This is to provide family housing for those people. 

Mr. Suepparp. I notice your unit cost here is $17.20. 

What is the engineering technique pertaining to this? 

Admiral Perry. The same answer applies to this particular project, 
Mr. Chairman, which applies to all of the housing projects im this 
proposed bill. The costs follow the DOD criteria. 

In this particular instance, since the construction of this housing is 
in Japan, we have applied a factor of 1.2 to the stateside costs, because 
experience has shown that the cost of construction in Japan is that 
much more than the cost of similar construction in the United States. 

Mr. Wia@LeswortH. You mean it is two-tenths more? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, two-tenths more, Mr. Wigglesworth. 

Mr. SHepparD. This hcusing program is a component part of your 
expanded housing program and it is considered as essential as the 
housing programs you have heretofore presented to the committee. 
Is that correct? 

Admiral CiarKx. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on this item? 

Mr. ANDREws. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. Wieae_eswortn. I have no questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostrertag. No questions. 


NAVAL COMMUNICATION Station, Koptak, ALASKA 


Mr. SHepparp. All right, gentlemen, we will pic ‘+k up the next item, 

“Naval communication station, Kodiak, Alaska,’’ wherein you ask for 

$6,991,000, and your total figure is made up of 15 subheads. 
_At this installation, the plant value is $10 million; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $40,000; existing unfunded authorization, 
none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $6,991,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $6,991,000; and the estimated future appropria- 
lion required, none. 

[ want you to make your presentation for this requirement. This 
has to do with communications, and I assume it is generally on the 
same premise as those in the communication requirements heretofore 
presented. 





Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuark. It is generally the same, sir. We have an add. 
tional operational requirement. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Which creates a larger appropriation request? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. All right. 

Admiral Cuark. Particularly since some of the facilities are located 
well out in the countryside in this isolated location. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Present your requirements for the total amount, 
Then if we want to pick up the subdivisions we will do so. 

We want enough descriptive material to adequately indicate the 
necessity for the appropriation. 

Admiral CLark. Since the war we have received funds in increments 
of over $9 million to provide for construction of operable transmitter 
station, a high frequency direction finder station, and a fleet support 
station, which is now partially completed. 

This is for the additional facilities which are required to put those 
systems into full operation, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I see there is nothing here for site. It is that of the 
building itself and the preparation of the site for the building. |s 
that correct? 

Admiral CLark. That is correct, sir. We own the land. 

Mr SwHepparp. Go to the next item, heating and emergency 
powerplant. 

Admiral Crark. This is to furnish heat and power for the receiver 
station in an outlying area. 

Mr. SHepparp. Essential to the station if it is to become operative. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Proceed with the garage and rigger shop. 

Admiral Criark. All of the following items, “Garage and rigger 
shop, personnel building, access roads, antenna S$ystem,’’ they are all 
integral and necessary items in completing outlying station, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Go ahead with the balance of the items. 

Admiral Cuarx. We have a personnel building for messing and 
providing living spaces for the operating personnel, access roads to 
get there, an antenna system for the receiver station, site preparation 
in the immediate vicinity of the station, the public works collateral, 
which is furniture, equipment, and other things which must go into 
the buildings, technical and collateral installation, this is the elec- 
tronic equipment, the terminal equipment facilities, this being at 
another location at the naval station itself which is right at the man 
center of activity where we are going to have a terminal-equipment 
building. It includes public works collateral for that building, 
technical collateral, which is the electronic equipment to go in the 
building. 

To go to the next site, which is the transmitter site, we must erect 
antennas, install the electronic equipment, and then we go to still 
another site, which is the receiver and transmitter at the naval station, 
and where we have the communication control link facility, which 1s 4 
new facility for doing what they call communication linkages. 

Mr. Sueprarp. Captain, you are the technician in this field as | 
understand it. Is that correct? 

Captain Rurr. I am supposed to be, yes. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. We will take it as a fact until such time as it is 
shown otherwise. 

The entire presentation made here is made in three sections. 

Captain Rurr. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. They are all an integral part of the total? 

Captain Rurr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If you drop out any one of them you might as well 
wash out the rest of them. Is that correct? 

Captain Rurr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SHEepparD. What is the engineering technique connected with 
this, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. This has been advance planned by the district 
public works officer of the 17th Naval District at Kodiak, Alaska. 

Mr. SHepparp. And I presume like the others we have referred to 
it would be subject to a 6 to 10 percent deviation in the final analysis? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on this item? 

Mr. ANprEws. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WigGLEswortTH. I see under item 2, ‘Heating and emergency 
powerplant,’ you want $99.33 per square foot. Is that based on 
competitive bidding? 

Admiral Perry. Based on experience in that area, Mr. Wiggles- 
worth, we find that the work in Kodiak costs 2.5 times as much as it 
does for similar construction in the United States. 

Mr. WieeLteswortH. You have a lot of figures in here which are 
lump sums. This is an access road lump sum figure of $360,000; an 
antenna system lump sum figure of $1,320,000; a site preparation, 
roads, walks, utilities and services lump sum figure of $504,000; a 
technical collateral installation lump sum figure of $479,000; another 
antenna lump sum figure of $825,000; another technical collateral 
installation lump sum figure of $767,000. 

How good are those figures? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Wigglesworth, I can introduce for the record 
detailed breakdowns of every one of those items given there if it is 
desired, or for any individual one of these items if you desire it. 

Mr. WiaeteswortH. What are they based on? 

Admiral Perry. Based on the engineers’ estimates, Mr. Wiggles- 
worth, for the individual items we have there. 

Mr. WigeLteswortH. What engineers? 

Admiral Perry. The engineers at Kodiak. 

Take item 4, the personnel building, 18,000 square feet at $43.56 
per square foot. 

Here is the detailed breakdown on that particular item—— 

Mr. WiceieswortH. That doesn’t happen to be a lump sum 
figure. But tell us about that building. 

Admiral Perry. The excavation, fill, and grading is $2,380. 

On thousand cubic yards of concrete and block walls there, $286,150. 
Interior partitions and finish, $51,993. Windows and doors amount 
to $34,800. Roofing amounts to $7,440. Hardware is $1,500. 
Miscellaneous is $18,545. Painting is $7,560. Mechanical work, 
heating and plumbing, which includes 80-horsepower boiler is $120,800. 
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Kitchen equipment is $36,000. Electrical work, $43,625, and so on 
You come up with $784,000. 

Mr. Wicc.Leswortn. It will take care of how many people? [s j; 
‘167 enlisted men and 21 officers? 

Admiral Perry. I will ask the Captain to answer that. 

Mr. WiaeLeswortH. What personnel will be taken care of in th 
personnel building? 

Captain Rurr. Twenty-one officers and 167 enlisted men in the 
personnel program. 

Mr. WiccLesworts. Are they going to be bunked there? 

Captain Rurr. Yes, sir; 100 of them. 

Mr. WiaeLeswortnH. Where are they now? 

Captain Rurr. They are in a crowded condition at the Naval 
Station at the present time. 

Mr. WiceLeswortH. Why is that not satisfactory? 

Captain Rurr. This is a remote site and it is difficult to get the 
people back and forth from the station for their watches and messing. 

Mr. WicGLeswortuH. How far is it? 

Captain Rurr. I have a chart to show you the location. 

Mr. WicciteswortH. Roughly. 

Captain Rurr. Around 14 to 20 miles. 

Admiral Ciarx. Through very rough country, sir. Kodiak is ver 
rough country. 

Captain Rurr. Ten miles, sir. 

Mr. WieeLeswortH. Where is the personnel building going? 

Captain Rurr. Holiday Beach, sir. 

Mr. WiccieswortH. Where is the Naval Station? 

Captain Rurr. Shown right at this point, sir. 

Mr. WiceLeswortuH. You tell us that these lump-sum figures are 
all broken down in detail, and that you think they are reasonabl 
good estimates? 

Admiral Perry. I am convinced, Mr. Wigglesworth, that the figures 
themselves are based on sound engineering judgment; yes, sir. 

Mr. WicG.LeswortuH. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostrertac. May I inquire further about this personnel build- 
ing? I think we want to have it clear as to the number to be served 
by this building. 

Mr. Wigglesworth inquired as to whether or not it was to take care 
of the 21 officers and the 167 enlisted men, which I understand is the 
personnel strength there. 

Yet in the justifications it is pointed out that some of these are 
living and messing facilities for approximately 100 operational and 
maintenance personnel. 

Which is correct? 

Captain Rurr. The 100 is correct, sir. 

Mr. Ostertaa. In other words, these people are not part of thee 
officer and enlisted personnel? 

Captain Rurr. One hundred of that, sir. 

Mr. Ostertac. That should be clear, because I think we had an 
affirmative answer to both questions.’ I thought it was in conflict. 

Captain Rurr. It is due to the remoteness of this site that we wish 
to have the personnel building at the site in order that the communi- 
cation facility may be operated on a 24-hour-a-day basis 7 days a week 
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Mr. OstertTaG. What were the other people doing before? 

Captain Rurr. They have been taken care of at the naval station 
at Kodiak, which has proven to be unsatisfactory operationally 
because Of the difficulty in transportation back and forth to this 
remote site, and the crowded condition at the naval station. 

Mr. OstertTAG. The planned personnel strength seems to be a com- 
pination of 21 officers, 167 enlisted men, and 30 civilians? 

Captain Rurr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. This new building will take care of 100. 

Admiral Bruton. The new, building is at the receiver site which is 
10 miles from the naval station. 

Mr. OstertTaG. At Holiday Beach? 

Admiral Bruton. Yes, sir. The rest of the people are at the ter- 
minal building and transmitter site. The transmitter site is only 4 
miles. 

The terminal building is in the vicinity of the naval station. 

Mr. OstrertTaG. In other words, there are two sites where these 
same services and facilities are required? 

Admiral Bruton. You mean messing and berthing? 

Mr. Osrertaa. Yes. 

Admiral Bruton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OstertaG. In other words, they are in two locations? 

Admiral Bruton. About 10 miles apart, sir. 

Mr. Ostertac. Admiral, this station was established, according to 
the record, back in 1917. 

Admiral CLarx. That is correct, sir. That is the main station. In 
1917 there was a naval station established there with a small com- 
munication station as part of it. 

Mr. OstertTAG. Does history show that we acquired these 3,500 
acres of land back at the time this station was established? 

Admiral Ciark. I would have to supply that information for the 
record, sir. I do not have it with me. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 

The 3,500 acres in question are a part of the 34,200 acres which were withdrawn 
from public domain by Executive Order No. 8278 dated October 12, 1939, and 


comprised the greater portion of the land acquired at the time of establishment of 
the naval station, Kodiak. 


Mr. OstertaG. Since 1917 there has been a gradual development 
there to the tune of estimated value of $10 million. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrrertac. That is the present value? 

Admiral Ciark. That is correct. 

Mr. Osterrac. And because of the stimulation of your communica- 
tion requirements, particularly in that part of the world, this 
appropriation and authorization for some $6,900,000 is necessary? 

Admiral Cuark. That is correct. 

Mr. Osrertaa. It is necessary to take this whole communication 
station and really modernize it to the point where it serves your 
present-day needs? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is correct, sir. 
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Navat ComMunicaTion Factuity, Parurppine Istanps 


Mr. Suepparp. All right, gentlemen. We will pick up the nex 
item, ‘Naval communication facility at Philippine Islands,”’ whereiy 
you make a total request of $10,332,500. This is composed of 1] 
items which contribute to the total. 

At this installation the plant value is none; funded construction 
not in the plant value, $16,114,500; existing unfunded authorization, 
$2,271,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $2,209,000; * the pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation, $4,480,000; * and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $2,733,000.‘ 

This has to do with communications on the same general premises, 
I assume, so far as requirements are concerned. Is that correct? 

Admiral CiarK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuepparD. Make your presentation as to the requirement. 

Admiral CuarK. This, sir, is a package composed of 11 items, 
Mr. Chairman, which are the fifth and sixth increments of consolida- 
tion of communication facilities in the Philippine Islands. 

The previous authorizations and appropriations have provided for 
the construction of a receiver and a transmitter facility. 

This increment will provide community support, collateral equip- 
ment, flood control, bridges, and other facilities to complete the 
construction. 

We hope to have these facilities completed by July of 1957. 

I would like to invite your attention, sir, to the chart. 

As you can see, the receiver facility is over 20 miles of rough, jungle 
road, 20 miles from Subic Bay. 

The naval station at Subic Bay is the main center, you might say. 

The transmitter facility is 10 miles through equally rough and 
jungle road to the south. 

All of these facilities are for the community support and for housing 
the equipment which has to go into those sites. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Does that red line starting from Subic Bay, where 
your first black dot appears, show pickup and relays by deviations in 
the alinement? 

Admiral CLark. That is just a road, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. In other words, that is purely a road and there is 
no intermediate pickup station there? 

Admiral CLarx. That is right. 

Mr. Osrertrac. That gray marking is the water? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir; that is Subic Bay. 

Mr. Suepparp. This has the same overall requirement to fit into a 
chained pattern of operation as those heretofore referred to. Is that 
correct? 

Admiral CLtark. That is correct. 

Mr. Suepparp. Admiral Perry, what is the engineering technique 
involved in this project? 

Admiral Perry. Advance planning for this project, Mr. Chairman, 
has been performed by the Bechtel Corp., of San Francisco, Calif., at 
a cost of $11,000. 

Mr. Sueprarp. By the way, with reference to the bridges involved 
here, how large a bridge is this? 


3 $5,852,500 for housing not included. 
4 $648,000 for housing not included, 





Admiral Perry. I think there are several bridges. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Let us pick out the largest one in the group you 
have shown in your shopping list there. 

Admiral Perry. Near the receiver site, which you can see on the 
map, there is one 100-foot bridge, single lane, which we will have to 
put across. 

Another 70-foot bridge is near the same site. 

A 65-foot single-lane ‘bridge i is at the same site. 

There is this marshy land where we have to go over these inlets 
and small streams. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What length of time do you consider would be 
involved in the construction of what appears to be your largest bridge 
there, that of 100 feet? 

Admiral Perry. I assume that the contractors are on the site. 
| would not think it would take him more than 3 weeks to a month to 
get the thing up, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions on this item, Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WiecLteswortH. What about the flood-control item, $467,000? 
Why do you have to do that work? 

Admiral Perry. There are flash floods throughout this entire area 
and we have to raise this above the ground and also protect the fill 
we will have made in order to make sure when there are flash floods 
we do not have a washout of the areas we are trying to protect. 

Admiral CLtarKx. We can show you the location on the chart. 
That is the river [indicating] that floods over its banks quite frequently. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortH. What is the area to the right of the river? 

Commander Woy. The proposed enlisted men’s housing area. 

Mr. WiaeLeswortH. What is the area to the left of it? 

Commander Woy. The proposed officers’ housing area. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Will you yield, Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WiaGLeswortu. Yes. 

Mr. SHepparD. Admiral Perry, as a matter of engineering tech- 
nique, why is not the line of stream correction made directly not only 
in the first step but go down and pull in the lower connection as well? 

Admiral Perry. After epgineering studies of the situation we have 
felt—and we think we are correct—that except for the necessity of 
riprapping the stream, you see this bad bend below that [indicating]. 
It is off our property. If it does flood over it is not on our property. 

Commander Woy. The river has to be moved over so that this 
building will be protected in its present location [indie ating]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What do you figure the sectional engineering cost 
will be straightening that kink of the river from its first elbow to the 
second one? 

Admiral Perry. The entire cost of riprapping and providing the 
new channel runs to $467,000. That is based on a cost factor of 1.5 
compared to the United States. 

Mr. OstertaG. Riprap, is that an extension? 

Admiral Perry. No. You are thinking of breakwaters or groins. 
That is used to prevent a tidal effect on the shoreland. 

Mr. Wiaeteswortu. You have an item of land acquisition auth- 
orized by Public Law 534 of the 83d Congress but not funded, 1,400 
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acres at $89.28 per acre for a transmitter site, and 3,800 acres 4 
$176.32 per acre for a receiver site 

Admiral CLarxk. Those negotiations are underway with the Philip. 
pine Government now. 

Mr. WicGLeswortH. You do not have a firm figure yet? 

Admiral Ciark. No. 

Mr. WiaG.LeswortuH. That is the best guess you can make? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. WicGLeswortH. We do not own any of the land? 

Admiral Ciarx. Not for these facilities. 

Mr. WicGieswortuH. Are the facilities there now? 

Admiral Bruton. No, sir. 

Mr. WicGLeswortuH. There is no transmitter or no receiver facility 
there now? . 

Admiral Cuarx. No. Funds have been authorized and for some 
of the facilities have been appropriated. 

Mr. WieGLeswortu. This completes it? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes. This completes it. 

Mr. WiceLeswortn. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. OsrertaG. In connection with land acquisition, what happens 
if you are unable to make a satisfactory arrangement or agreement 
with the Philippine Government for this land? 

Admiral Bruton. In the event the Navy Department is unable to 
complete negotiations for the additional acreage required for this com- 
munication facility, we will endeavor to construct and operate the 
facility at decreased efficiency on other land in the Philippines on 
which we now have rights. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. OsrertaG. One item calls for an elementary school. I do not 
think it was made clear whether there are school facilities at this loca- 
tion at the present time and, if not, what is the situation now, how are 
the children educated? 

Admiral CLarkx. This school is to be located at the receiver facility 
which is 20 miles from Subic along a very bad road in that it goes 
through the jungle. Because of the isolated location of the station, 
and since there are no schools within 20 miles, we need a small elemen- 
tary school for the people who are permanently based there and have 
to live there all the year around. 

Mr. Osrertac. Where is the school located that is being utilized 
now? 

Admiral Cuark. There are no children at that facility now. It is 
out in the jungle. 

Mr. OstertaG. This is planned for the schoolchildren who will be 
there eventually as this facility is built? 

Admiral Ciarkx. That is correct. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Have you any estimates as to the student popu- 
lation? 

Admiral Ciark. We expect to have about 44 officers and 915 
enlisted men and 75 civilians, which is a total of over 1,000 people. 
Out of those, probably 80 percent will be married so we will have about 
800 married people living out there, and at 2 children a family it will 
be about—— 

I am informed 264 housing units are considered necessary, so there 
will be 264 families. 
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Mr. OsterTac. Your engineering plan must have been based on 
some estimate as to what your requirements will be. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OsTERTAG. Admiral, suppose you supply that for the record 
at this point. 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

(The following information was submitted for the record :) 

The school plan was based on a student population of 120 to be housed in 4 
classrooms. 

Mr. OsterTAG. Just one more question in connection with the 
school. I note this is an elementary school. That means, of course, 
it is for children in the grades. What provision is made for the 
education of children in high school? 

Admiral Bruton. I used to live in the Philippines and my wife 
taught the children. Our estimate is that the number of students 
of high- school age would not warrant the construction funds. They 
would have to go to Manila or some other locality. 

Mr. Osterrac. How far is it to Manila? 

Admiral Bruton. 100 miles by land and 65 or 70 miles by sea. 

Mr. OstertTaG. Would you provide transportation for the children? 

Admiral Bruton. The children, if they wish to go to high school 
in Manila, would have to move there and board there. It would be 
impractical to commute. They could come home on weekends. 
Subic is a native city. There is probably a Filipino school at Subic. 
Whether the standards would be high enough for our people would be 
a matter of judgment. 

Mr. OstertTAG. We have a responsibility here, do we not, to find 
some answer to that question? 

Admiral Bruton. We have these situations worldwide, sir, and 
itis up to the individuals to work them out. Sometimes we do not 
take our families abroad but leave them in the States. 

Mr. ANDREws. Mr. Chairman, we had a discussion, as you recall, 
in the full subcommittee about this particular question, and it is my 
thought that the Navy ought to give very, very careful consideration 
to sending a man with high school aged children out to a spot like that. 
Naturally he wants to be with his family and I think with all the per- 
sonnel you have in the Navy you should be able to send men out 
there who do not have children of high school age. That is all. 


NavaL ComMMUNICATION Faciuity, Porr Lyautry, Frencu 
Morocco 


Mr. SueprarD. We will pick up the next item, ‘“Naval communica- 


9 


tion facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, 
total of $2 ‘848, 600 compr ised of 12 subitems. 

At this ‘installation the plant value is $17,118,000; funded con- 
struction not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $7: 39,000; ° the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $739,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, none.® 

Will you present your justifications for the requirements, please? 


wherein you request a 


' $2,109,600 for housing not included. 
$ $1,175,900 for housing not included. 


64997—55 
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Admiral CLark. These requirements are somewhat similar to thos 
of the Philippines in that there again we have an outlying statioy 
The receiver facility will be 23 miles from the main base and the trans. 
mitter facility will be 16 miles from the main base. As you see on thy 
chart, to the eastward 23 miles is the receiver station and down to thy 
south about 16 miles is the transmitter station. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Where would you locate the recreation and exchany, 
building, for which you are requesting $137,000? 

Admiral Ciark. At the receiver station, sir. 

Mr. SHeprarp. Where will you locate the next big item, outdoo 
swimming pool with bathhouse, for which you are requesting $103,000” 

Admiral CLark. At the receiver station, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. And where will you locate the elementary schoo! 
for which you are requesting $39,000? 

Admiral CLark. At the receiver station, sir. 

Mr. SuHepparp. And where will you locate the storage building for 
which you are requesting $52,000? 

Admiral Ciark. At the receiver station, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. And is the enlisted men’s club to be located at the 
same place? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Is the hobby shop to be located at the same place’ 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is a hobby shop? 

Admiral Ciark. A hobby shop is a shop where men after hours on 
days it is too hot to stay outside—it gets to 118 and 120 in that part 
of the country—can go in and do leather working, develop their own 
photographs, or pursue whatever hobby they may have. 

Mr. SuHepparp. In other words, it is a vocational recreation center? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Why do you not call it that? 

Admiral CLarx. Hobby is shorter, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. For family housing you are requesting $2,109,600. 
Will you give us some details on that? 

Admiral Cuark. As we pointed out, these facilities are in an 
isolated location and these quarters are for people who are going to 
live on board the station, a total of 122 quarters. Right now some o! 
the people cannot take their families to this area and we hope that by 
the construction of these quarters fewer families will be separated. 

Mr. SuHepparp. I notice you propose to construct 3 senior office! 
quarters at a unit cost of $26,325; 14 junior officer quarters at a unil 
cost of $19,760; and 105 enlisted men’s quarters at a unit cost 0! 
$16,705. That is predicated on what type of percentages? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, that is using the DOD eriteri 
with the application of the cost factor at Port Lyautey of 1.3. 

So far as the quarters are concerned, we have not advance planned 
them. Regarding the receiver and transmitter facilities, the advanced 
planning has been performed by Reisner, Urbahn, Brayton & Burrows 
of New York City at a cost of $5,500. 

The first four items, the recreation and exchange building at th 
receiver facility; the storage building at the receiver facility; th 
incinerator at the receiver fac ‘ility ; and the recreation and exchang' 
building at the transmitter facility, have been advance planned bs 
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the Office of the Director of the Atlantic Division of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks in New York City. 

\ir. SHEPPARD. This project is an integral part of a total that is 
essential, is that correct? 

Admiral CurarKx. That is right. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Any questions? 

Mr. WiaGLeswortH. What do you mean by a recreation and ex- 
change building? 

Admiral CLtark. That is a combination of a recreation building 
where they will have pool tables, reading rooms, and so forth, and an 
exchange, which will be a small store where they can buy toothpaste 
and other small articles. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortH. You have 2 recreation and exchange build- 
ings, 1 at the reéeiver facility for which you are requesting $1 37,000, 
and 1 at the transmitter fac ility for which you are requesting $95,000. 

You also have a swimming pool for which you are requesting 
$103,000; and a hobby shop for which you are requesting $31,000. 

Admiral CuarK. Yes, sir. This is right out in the desert. 

Mr. OstertTaG. Also an enlisted men’s club. 

Mr. WiaGLEsworTH. Yes; an enlisted men’s club, for which you 
are requesting $98,000. 

Mr. SHepparb. | think you should bring out the ree between 
the recreation and exchange building at the receiver facility and the 
like building at the transmitter fac ility. 

Admiral Bruton. There is a distance of 30 miles between the 
receiver and the transmitter facilities. 

Mr. WieaLteswortH. Where is the hobby shop to be located? 

Admiral CLark. At the receiver station. There are times when 
we cannot permit our people to go through the town of Port Lyautey 
because of political difficulties. 

Mr. WigeLeswortH. Where is the swimming pool to be located? 

Admiral CLarK. At the receiver station, sir. 

Mr. WiagLteswortnH. And where is the enlisted men’s club to be 
located? 

Admiral CLARK. At the receiver station, sir. 

Mr. WieeLeswortH. No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Osrerrac. How many men will be stationed at the transmitter 
station? 

Admiral CLark. At the transmitter station we eventually plan 
to have 4 officers and 100 enlisted men. At present we have 3 officers 
and 93 enlisted men. 

Mr. Osrerraa. They will be required to travel 30 miles to the 
receiver station in order to have the benefit of these fa we silitien? 

Admiral Ctark. No, sir. They will be at the receiver station. 
They will live at the receiver station. 

Mr. Ostertac. Then they travel back and forth to their werk? 
The transmitting station is how far from the receiving station? 

Admiral CLtark. About 55 miles by road. 

Mr. Osrerrac. But all of these new facilities are going to be 
constructed adjac ent to the receiving station? 

Admiral CLark. Almost all of them,.because most of the people live 
there. Down at the transmitting station, the people can go to the 
ur station which has recreational facilities, hobby shops, movies. 
They do not have to go through the native city. The people can 





travel along this road most of the time with safety, so that we do not 
need to supply as much here as we do here [indicating]. This is oy; 
in the middle and there are sometimes a week or two when the 
commanding officer says “No traveling along that road for wome 
and children, or people who are not on official business’”’ and in those 
cases they are shut off. That is why we are applying almost every. 
thing to that radio receiving station and only 1 or 2 items for the 
transmitting station. 
Mr. Ostertac. But the transmitting personnel can go to the air. 
base. 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir; and of course that is under another 
bureau. 

Mr. Ostrrtaa. I note in your justification that these facilities are 
to be located on a total of 4,762 acres of leased land. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. That land is leased from the French 
Government and we have a treaty with France that expires in 1963, 

Mr. Ostertaa. Is the understanding that the lease would be within 
the period of the treaty entered into with France? 

Admiral Cuiark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ostertac. After that time there is no way of determining 
what can be done? a 

Admiral Cuark. That is correct, sir. We have a reasonable expec- 
tation that the French Government will renew it. 

Mr. OsrertaGc. Are these buildings and properties and facilities 
being constructed on a long-range planning basis? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; they are. 

Mr. Ostertac. Even though we might lose them after the end of 
the lease? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. There is nothing temporary about 
the most of this construction, Mr. Ostertag. 

Mr. SHepparD. There are some SAC bases in that general vicinity’ 

Admiral Perry. There is one just 14 miles from the radio receiving 
station. 


Nava. Communication Unit No. 1, EaAst—ERN MrEpiIreERRANEAN 


Mr. SuepparD. Pick up the next item which is reflected as classified, 
“Naval Communication Unit No. 1, eastern Mediterranean—oper- 
tional communication facilities” wherein you are asking for $771,000. 

At this installation the plant value is none; funded construction 
not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $771,000; the proposed 1956 appro- 
priation, $771,000; and the estimated future appropriation required, 
none. 

Proceed to make your presentation there, please. 

Admiral Ciark. This is for the construction of an antenna system, 
transmitting and receiving facilities, and installation of electronic 
equipment on a site to be provided by the United States Air Force 10 
the eastern Mediterranean area. The Navy portion of that facility 
is required to support fleet operations in the area and without this 
item we will have a serious deficiency of communications support for 
naval operating forces in the Mediterranean. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. This is not only a highly specified requirement, bu! 
is one of high classification; is not that true? 
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Admiral Curark. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What is the engineering technique connected with 
this project, Admiral? 

Admira) Perry. Because of the lack of knowledge as regards the 
location of the site, it was impracticable to do any fundamental and 
detailed advance planning on this project. However, a suitable site 
was selected last month and the Navy will now confer with the Air 
Force, who will design and construct this facility as part of a facility 
which they will construct. In other words, the figures put in here 
we frankly admit to you have been pulled out of the air. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Who is going to be in command of this facility? 
Is it to be one of those joint commands in which, in this instance, the 
Air Force would have a greater amount of interest than the Navy? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir; although, within that command, we will 
have naval representation and he will be in charge of the Navy part 
of the operation. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions? 

Mr. WiaaLEswortH. Based on prior experience, will this be put 
on land we own, on leased land, or what is the probable picture? 

Admiral Crarx. On land leased from the Government concerned 
and the Air Force will be the leasing agency and they have it in their 
program. 


Navat Rapro Sration, Norto Atiantic AREA 


Mr. SHgepparD. Pick up the next item which also is classified 
“Naval radio station, North Atlantic area,” where you are asking for 


transmitting equipment to the extent of $4 million. 

At this installation the plant value is none; funded construction 
not in the plant value, none; existing unfunded authorization, none; 
the proposed 1956 authorization, $4 million; the proposed 1956 
appropriation, $4 million; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $23 million. 
an the presentation of the justification for that requirement, 
please. 

Admiral CuarK. This is the first increment of a program which 
will provide for low-frequency transmitting and traffic handling 
capabilities and coverage in doing communications of a classified 
nature. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparD. Have we proven out our transmission device to a 
degree that we can operate in that atmospheric condition satisfactorily? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. SHepparD. Apparently this is going to be a rather extensive 
operation because of the nature of the breakdown of subsequent 
increments amounting to approximately $23 million. Is that correct? 

Admiral Cuarx. Yes, sir. This is simply for the transmitter 
equipment this time. We will come in for the later increments for 
housing facilities, antennas, and so forth. 

Mr. SHepparp. Has this been advance planned? 

Admiral Perry. No; this has not been advance planned since the 
$4 million requested is purely for the acquisition of VLF transmitter 
equipment. However, we have made a cost analysis of the VLF 
transmitting station, and we came up with the figures. We know the 
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cost will probably run for equipment plus the station approximate|; 
$27 million. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparp. I want to thank you, Admiral, for your presenta. 
tion before the committee. 
mm mar Bruton. Thank you, Mr. Chairman; it is a pleasure ty 
ve here. 


NavaL Researcu Facinities, CONTINENTAL 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up next “Naval research facilities, 
continental.” 
Captain, do vou have a statement prepared on this item? 


GENERAL STATEMENT 


Captain Tucker. This is a statement of the Director, Naval 
Research Laboratory. 

The public-works construction program sponsored by the Office of 
Naval Research for fiscal year 1956 consists of 4 projects estimated 
to cost $215,000. The projects requested are for supporting facilities 
urgently required for effective prosecution of the existing research 
program. 

Three projects are requested for the Naval Research Laboratory 
Washington, D. C. One of these projects is the installation of an 
additional boiler in the central heating plant to provide for the 
increased heating load brought on by progressively increasing occi- 
paney of old buildings, and “by new loads imposed by ree ently con- 
structed buildings. The other two projects are a radiological decon- 
tamination facility and a radiac building which are required to carry 
out currently assigned navywide research programs. 

The one project requested for the Chesapeake Bay Annex of the 
Naval Research Laboratory at Randle Cliff, Md., is an offshore 
research structure, including land acquisition, to provide adequate 
facilities for research on the underwater reception of radio signals 
of various wavelengths by submarines. Land acquisition for this 
project entails only proc urement of necessary permits for construction 
in waters of the Chesapeake Bay. 


PROGRAM OBJECTIVES 
By 1956, public works program, April 18, 1955 
I. OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH 


A. The expansion of heating facilities at a station where seriously critical 
deficiencies exist: 
Authorization and appropriatim 
Project location and title: request, fiscal year 195! 
Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D. C.: Central heating 
plant; install additional boiler_- - ! $54, 000 


Total (authorized and appropriated) bb seks 54, 000 


B. The improvement and increase of facilities for research and development !! 
the fields of radiological decontamination, radiac standards and VLF radio con 
munications: 
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nan ct location and title: Authorization and appropriation 
Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D. C.: request. fiscal year 1566 
Radiological decontamination facility $59, 000 
Radiac building _- é, 50, 000 
Chesapeake Bay Annex of Naval Research Laboratory, Randle 
Cliff, Md.: Offshore research structure (including land acquisi- 
Cem! Boo 52, 000 


Total (authorization and appropriation) 161, 000 


NavaAL ResearcH LABORATORY, WASHINGTON, BELLEVUE, D. C. 


Mr. SHepparp. Under ‘“‘Naval research facilities, continental,’’ you 
have an item for ‘‘Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, Bellevue, 
D. C.,” wherein you are asking for $163,000 made up of 3 require- 
ments—additional boiler, $54, 000: radiological decontamination facil- 
ity, $59,000; and radiac building, $50,000. 

| note at this installation the plant value is $15,591,554; funded 
construction not in the plant value, $1,893,616; existing unfunded 
authorization, none; the proposed 1956 authorization, $163,000; the 
proposed 1956 appropriation, $163,000; and the estimated future 
appropriation required, $2,608,000. 

Present vour justific ation for this item, please. 

Admiral Cuark. This item is to expand the three-boiler central 
heating plant by installing a fourth boiler obtained from surplus to 
provide for an increased load. The increased load has been handled 
by operating at progressively higher firing rates, which reduces fuel 
eficiency and increases the danger of burned-out tubes. The point 
has been reached where there is no reserve capacity to handle fore- 
seeable additional heating loads or a shutdown of one of the boilers 
for inspection or repairs. 

The radiological decontamination facility, item 2, is required 
because numerous strong sources of radioactive isotopes and nine 
high level particle accelerators are used at the Naval Research 
laboratory and decontamination of equipment returned from atomic 
test sites is necessary as field decontaminates only to the level required 
by shipping regulations and further decontamination is necessary 
so that they can continue to use equipment they have taken out to 
this outlying station. When they bring the equipment back, they 
need to decontaminate it. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Are we operating in this field and function else- 
where; if so, where? 

Captain Tucker. The equipment taken into the field is decontami- 
nated sufficiently for transportation before it leaves the field. It is 
hot decontaminated sufficiently for reconditioning in detail at the 
laboratory. 

Mr. Suepparp. In other words, the laboratory is for the purpose of 
completing the decontamination; is that correct? 

Captain Tucker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. And you are able to accomplish that end result 
as of now? 

Captain Tucker. We do it in an unsatisfactory manner now. We 
decontaminate in the open and there is some danger of contaminated 
material getting into the watershed areas and going down into the 
rivers, 
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Mr. SuHepparp. What you are doing, then, by the request here js 
confining your activities so that they will not be in the danger category, 
by disassociation from the actual location where you are working “is 
that correct? 

Captain Tucker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuepparD. I assume the additional boiler is a component part 
of the total facility. Does it have anything to do with the decon. 
tamination principle? 

Captain Tuckmr. No, sir; it is a separate item. 

Mr. SuerparpD. What size boilers do you have there? 

Captain Tucker. We have three boilers and they are away above 
capacity now. 

Admiral Cuar«. In other words, they have to overload the boilers, 

Mr. Suepparp. And your load requirement will be satisfied by an 
additional boiler of what capacity? 

Captain Tucksrr. 25,000 pounds an hour. 

Mr. SuHepparD. What would you define a radiac building as being? 

Captain Tucker. May I define the coined word ‘‘radiac’’? 

Mr. SHepparp. If you will. 

Captain Tucker. Radiac is a coined term used by the Department 
of Defense for radiological measuring instruments. It includes Geiger 
counters and related instruments. The radiac building is to house 
the standard for calibrating radiac instruments. The work is now 
done in a small and very unsatisfactory location. This will provide 
adequate facilities for a laboratory to meet its responsibilities to the 
Navy in the calibration of radiac instruments. 

Mr. SHepparD. What are you dealing with—impulses? 

Captain Tucker. Nuclear radiation. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Is that basic impulses? 

Captain Tucker. Yes, sir—gamma rays, beta rays, and so forth. 

Mr. Suepparp. Has any engineering been done on this? 

Admiral Prerry. For item 1, it was advance planned by the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks; items 2 and 3 were advance planned by Luflin 
McGaughy «& Associates, Washington, D. C., at a cost of $1,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. Of course that is advance planning for the physical 
properties, but not for the mechanical devices to which the gentleman 
referred? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; not at all. 


Nava.L Researcu LABoraTory, CHESAPEAKE Bay ANNEX, 
RanpDAatu Curr, Mp. 


Mr. SHepparp. Pick up the next item, “Chesapeake Bay Annex, 
Naval Research Laboratory, Randall Cliff, Md.,”’ where you are 
requesting $52,000 for an offshore research structure, including land 
acquisition. 

At this installation the plant value is $1,964,000; funded construc- 
tion not in the plant value, $3,107,000; existing unfunded authoriza- 
tion, $93,000; the proposed 1956 authorization, $52,000; the proposed 
1956 appropriation, $52,000; and the estimated future appropriation 
required, $556,000. 

resent your justification for this requirement, please. ‘ 

Admiral Crarx. This is just for a small amount of land on which 

to erect a platform and tower and a copper-shielded building in which 





we will put the generator and transformers for performing experi- 
mental work in very low frequency radio communications and direction 
finding. It is connected with the classified operation that Admiral 
Bruton told you about, except here they do the precise measurements 
that will test our results, particularly in operating the submarines, 
and we have already gotten permits from the Department of the 
Army and the Coast Guard and the Maryland State officials have 
certified they will interpose no objection to the acquisition of the 
land, because actually the land is all under water. We are just asking 
for a place in the water where we can erect the tower. 

Mr. SHEepparD. I notice under “‘Land acquisition” the words “nil; 
nominal.” 

Admiral Crarx. Yes. There may be a small overhead involved 
in going through the legal procedure of acquiring the land. 
» Mr. SHepparD. But nothing comparable with a transaction of this 
character? 
» Admiral CrarK. No, sir. 
’ Mr. SHeprarp. What is the engineering technique performed on 
this project? 
Admiral Perry. Advance plans were by John G. Lochler, Wash- 
ington, D. C., at a cost of $750,000. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Thank you, gentlemen, for your appearance. The 
committee will stand adjourned until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 


Tuurspay, Juuy 7, 1955, 


INTERSERVICE ACTIVITIES 


LORAN STATIONS 


WITNESSES 
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD 


VICE ADM. ALFRED C. RICHMOND, COMMANDANT 

COMDR. P. E. TRIMBLE, CHIEF, BU"GET AND COST ANALYSIS 
DIVISION 

LT. COMDR,. E. D. SCHEIDERER, ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUDGET AND 
COST ANALYSIS DIVISION 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY 
UNITED STATES NAVY 


CAPT. F. C. LUCAS, JR., OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS 
COMDR. 8. H. MacGREGOR, JR., OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPER- 
ATIONS 


_ Mr. Suepparp. The committee will come to order. We have an 
item, under ‘‘Interservice activities, loran stations,” for construction 
of additional loran stations by the Coast Guard, to remain available 
until expended, $4,200,000, which shall be transferred to the appro- 
priation, ‘‘Acqusition, construction, and improvements, Coast Guard.” 

We will take up that item at this time. 

Captain Lucas. I am Capt. F. C. Lucas, Jr., attached to the Office, 
Chief of Naval Operations. 
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I have a short prepared statement, Mr. Chairman, which [| yj 
read or submit for the record, as you wish. 
Mr. SHepparp. All right, proceed. 


IENERAL STATEMENT 


Captain Lucas. Loran is an electronic system of navigation whic, 
provides to ships and aircraft continuous navigational positions by 
means of intersecting lines of position. This system works day and 
night in good w eather and bad. Its range for optimum positioning js 
between 600 and 800 miles from the station. In order to provide ful 
coverage, numerous stations must be sited on land in any given area 
In 1951, a plan was approved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff to provide 
Loran coverage in all areas of the world in which a requirement for 
its use by the United States Navy and United States Air Force was 
forseeable. Some stations in this plan have been installed but com- 
plete coverage is not yet available. As you can see from the chart, 
there are several areas in which there is little or no navigational 
coverage at this time. The appropriation requested for fiscal yea 
1956 will provide coverage in three of these areas. There will remain 
certain additional areas to be covered in succeeding years. 

The necessity for loran coverage rests primarily on the fact thai 
the United States Navy must be prepared to operate at sea and in the 
air wherever our presence may be required. In order to carry ou 
these operations efficiently, we must have a means of navigatio 
which will work under all conditions of weather. Loran is the onl 
navigational aid available today which will provide this service, and 
it appears that loran will continue to be the only available system 
for some time. Loran is a proven system which is already well estab- 
lished and has been used successfully for years. Production of th 
equipment necessary for the system presents no problem since its 
builders have been in the business for 10 years or more. Loran has 
been accepted by the NATO organization as a standard long-rang 
navigational system for its Armed Forces. It is also used extensivel) 
by commercial shipping, private yachtsmen, fishermen, and commer- 
cial airlines. 

In the defense of the United States, it is essential that our ships 
and aircraft know their precise navigational position at all times 
Ordinary means such as celestial navigation are often impossible to 
use due to weather conditions. Furthermore, celestial navigation 
takes time, which is of great importance in fast flying aircraft which 
may be many miles along their track by the time mathematical com- 
putation required in determining position by celestial means is con- 

pleted. Loran provides a navigational position almost instantane- 
cake at any time. 

That completes the prepared statement, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SuHepparpD. I see we have with us Admiral Richmond, Com- 
mandant of the Coast Guard. 

Admiral RicHmonp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Have you any comments you wish to make? 

Admiral RicumMonp. No, sir. I am prepared to answer ary 
questions. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. As I understand the loran operation, it is a chain 
operation, functionally speaking. 

Captain Lucas. That is right. 

Mr. SHepparD. Each military service has its proportionate re- 
sponsibility therein. At this time you are making a presentation of 
requirement under the supplemental I referred to to the extent of 
$4.200,000. Is that correct? 

Captain Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHeprparD. The purpose of the Coast Guard is to establish 
justification for their portion of this entire operation. Is that correct? 

Captain Lucas. I did not understand. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, the Coast Guard is an integral 
part of the total Loran system? 

Captain Lucas. Yes, sir. They are charged by law with installa- 
tion and operation of the system. It is Public Law 786 of the 80th 
Congress. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is right. They are not exclusively in that 
field? 

Captain Lucas. No, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. The other military people are in the field, creating 
the total in the Loran program. Isn’t that correct? 

Captain Lucas. Yes, sir. The Coast Guard is exclusive in the 
field of operating them at this time. 

Mr. SHepparD. Exclusively in the field? 

Captain Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Nobody operating loran except the Coast Guard? 

Captain Lucas. In the United States. There are a few foreign 
installations. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Operated by other military branches. Is that not 
true? 

Captain Lucas. Not in the United States; no, sir, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. They are not? 

Captain Lucas. Not at the present time. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. How many stations are you operating at the present 
time? 

Admiral RicuMonp. Forty-six, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Where are they located? 

Admiral RicumMonp. The chart shows it better than I can explain it, 
sir. Commander MacGregor will explain it. 

Commander MacGregor. They are spread from Japan to Green- 

land roughly, sir. 
_ Generally speaking they are on both coasts of the United States, out 
in the Aleutian chain, in Japan, the Philippines, the Pacific Islands 
here, the Hawaiian Islands, the east coast of the United States, and 
in the Baffin Bay area near Greenland. Those are the ones operated 
by the United States. 

Mr. SHepparb. In order to adjust my thinking on this type of 
operation, the loran function is specifically that of the Coast Guard 
havigationally speaking and is in no manner a contributing factor in 
the warning operation? 

Captain Lucas. This is strictly a navigational positioning device 
which has a valuable application to all kinds of naval operations, as 
well as commercial ship and overseas air operations. 
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Off the record. 


(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SuepparpD. If you are going to establish information from your 
loran function, and it has any value, obviously it is communicated to 
the forces, so it is a contributing factor to the total. 

Captain Lucas. Very definitely, Mr. Chairman; yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. How are you going to expend the $4,200,000 if it is 
granted by the committee, and where are you going to locate these 
stations? 

Captain Lucas. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. SuepparD. What is the status of engineering pertaining to the 
estimates? What is the engineering technique upon which these 
figures were derived? 

Admiral Ricumonp. The equipment costs, as already indicated by 
Captain Lucas, are pretty well established because we have been 
building this equipment for well over 10 years. 

The cost of building installations is predicated on average costs 
that we have encountered with similar type constructions in com- 
parable zones in the past. 

As Captain Lucas indicated, most of these stations are relatively 
isolated, and it varies considerably depending upon what contractors 
are available and how you can move in. 

Mr. SHepparD. When was the last one built, where was it geograph- 
ically, and what was the cost? 

Admiral Ricumonp. The Thule chain was the last one built. It 
cannot be used because the costs on that were exorbitant as compared 
with these, sir. Costs ran about $2,200,000 a station for that because 
the stations were above the frostline, and many peculiar problems 
arose which we will not have in the particular stations named here. 

Mr. Suepparp- Did I understand you correctly to say it was 
built but it cannot be used? 

Admiral RicumMonp. Cannot be used as a basis for estimating, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. Because of extreme cost which prevailed in that 
particular location. Is that correct? 

Admiral Ricumonp. That is correct, sir. It would be of no value. 

The last stations which were relatively comparable to these which 
were built, were those built for the Philippine east chain and in Angar. 
They averaged about $550,000 a station. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the method for handling contracts in 
expenditures of this character? I am not talking specifically about 
the mechanical devises which go into the building but the construction 
of it. 

Do you operate on a competitive-bid basis after you have formulated 
your blueprints and plans for the purpose of bidding? 

Admiral Ricumonp. We do, sir. If there are any bidders available 
in the area we do that. 

All of the new construction has been done by competitive bid. 

In the project supporting Tule, that was handled by the Army 
engineers because they were in that area. 

Mr. Suepparp. Off the record. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Mr. Suepparpb. At this point we will insert this table. 

(The table referred to is as follows:) 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Unitrrep States Coast GuaARD 
LORAN CONSTRUCTION TO MEET DEFENSE REQUIREMENTS, $4,200,000 


This is part of a continuing program to provide loran coverage to fill the specific 
requirements of the Department of Defense. Coast Guard responsibility includes 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the necessary loran stations in 
accordance with established priorities. However, construction costs are to be 
funded by the Department of Defense. 

The project provides for partial accomplishment of the loran installation plan 
by the construction and establishment of seven additional loran stations in 
areas essential to the defense of the United States. Location will be in accordance 
with priorities established by the Department of Defense. 


Electronic equipment per station $266, 502 
Antennas and ground systems (1 T antenna and 300 feet ground 

system; 1 communication receiving antenna and 72 feet ground 

system; 3 antennas and 50 feet ground system) 26, 466 
Power signal buildings with generator and distiller 104, 866 
Other buildings (barracks, galley mess, recreation, quarters, storage 

garage) 58, 800 
Utilities 55, 600 
Other equipment and supplies 22, 500 
Graclings sR MROREUR WROUROG iis cc ib Wine Abbe <tin banned uci 21, 500 
TRIO ON 5h al oc cereale ee ia ky oi Laan gh tone xin ee wish Sh 4, 200 
Construction equipment 22, 066 


Equipment for 1 station 82, 500 


a ins ceaiticinin eth bina cm emitinii beeing 4, 077, 500 


Administrative expenses: 
Temporary employment of supervisory and engineering personnel_ 70, 000 
Administrative travel 35, 000 
, 500 


Total administrative expenses 122, 500 


Total requested for 7 stations... ............< seeks lecuu ee 4, 200, 000 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions? 

Mr. WigGLeswortu. I understand this includes seven new stations? 

Admiral RicumMonp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WieeLeswortH. You mentioned four which were not to be in 
the picture. 

Captain Lucas. These stations are operated as groups in a location. 
It takes 2 synchronized stations to give 1 line of position, or 3 stations 
at the minimum: to give 2 lines of positions which definitely will fix a 
position, 

In ——————— | station is required in conjunction with the existing 
installations in the vicinity, and in the ——————— and —-————- 3 
additional stations are required. 

Mr. WiaGteswortu. The administrative expense is applicable to 
all seven stations? 

Admiral Ricumonp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wiae.tEswortu. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostertaa. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Admiral Clark, I wish you would make a check of 
the results of the Senate and House joint action on H. R. 6829, and 
present to us changes in the bill which obviously would have to follow, 
and also give us more detail pertaining to this adjustment on the $530 
million to which Admiral Smith referred. 
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Admiral Ciark. Very well, sir. 
Mr. SHepparD. Thank you, gentlemen. 


YarpDs AND Docks FaciLuir1rgEs—ConTINENTAL 


Mr. Suepparb. We will pick up next the item in our justifications. 
yards and docks facilities, continental. 

Admiral Perry, do you have a general statement to make on the 
subject? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have a prepared statement 
and in order to save time I should like to submit it for the record. 

Mr. SHepparD. We will insert it in the record at this point. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


XI. Yarps AND Docks AND FaAcILITIES 


In this category are included 12 projeets which will require appropriation iy 
the amount of $52,708,300. In general, its aim is to provide urgently required 
facilities at naval activities under the management control of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks (and at other activities not covered by separate classification 
and to provide professional engineering services to the various branches of th 
Navy. Its specific objectives are: 

A. Improvement and modernization of the electric power systems serving 
complex naval establishments at respective locations: 


< Appropriation 
Location: request fiscal 


Canal Zone: Conversion of electric power system from 25-cycle year 1956 
sensitivity to 60-cycle- ie $2, 529, 000 
PWC. Norfolk, Va. (Sewall Point area): Increase capacity of 
the electrical distribution system 2, 510, 000 


B. Provision of urgently required facilities at naval construction battalion 
centers: 


Appropriation 
Location: tppropria 


CBC. Davisville, R. L.: year 1956 
Marginal wharf $4, 399, 000 
Dehumidified warehouse : 998, 000 

CBC. Port Hueneme, Calif.: Construction equipment facilities. 1, 225, 000 


C. Provision of two highway bridges including land easements on the mai! 
highway of Guam to replace two temporary wooden bridges which have deterio- 
rated to the point where they are unsafe to carry currently imposed loads: 

A ppropriatic 
request fiscal 

Location: year 1956 
Guam, Marianas Islands: Two highway bridges $940, 000 


D. Provision of ready funds for restoration or replacement of facilities damaged 
or destroyed by acts of God or other disasters at naval and Marine Corps activi- 
ties either continental or overseas. In effect this is an “insurance’’ fund protect- 
ing over $7,900 million worth of structures, utilities, equipment, and land of the 
Naval Shore Establishment: 


Appropriation 
request fise 


Location: | year 1956 
Not applicable: Correction of deficiencies j $6, 000, 000 
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E. Provision of water pollution abatement facilities for naval continents! shore 
activities in accordance with the Water Pollution Control Act (Publie Law 845, 
s0th Cong.) and Executive Order 10014 of November 3, 1948: 

Appropriation 
request fiscal 
Locat ion: year 1956 


Various locations: Pollution abatement program $15, 149, 000 


F. This project proposes payment to the Panama Canal Company for 40 quar- 
ters in use by the Navy since 1942, and alterations to the quarters to bring them 
to minimum Navy standards for public quarters. Payment to the Canal Com- 
pany is $465,000 and rehabilitation, $75,000. 

Appropriation 

request fiscal 
Location: year 1956 

Canal Zone: Acquisition of 40 quarters___ $540, 000 


Provision of intelligent and realistic schematic plans and estimates for 
projects to be included in future public-works programs. In some cases to pro- 
vide contract drawings and specifications in order to reduce the construction lead 
time by approximately 9 months on urgently required projects. Authorization 
was provided by Public Law 155, 82d Congress; no amount specified: 


Appropriation request, 
fiscal year 1956 


Location: Not applicable: Advance planning for future publie- 
works projects : $15, 000, 000 


The fourth increment in the economical replacement of 2,400 units of 
temporary, substandard, high-cost maintenance overseas housing with permanent 
facilities of low maintenance costs. This program envisages replacement of 380 
units on Guam and 60 units in the Philippines. Authorization was granted for 
this program by Public Law 534, 82d Congress. 

Appropriation request, 
fiscal year 1956 
Location: Guam and Philippines: Replacement of temporary housing. $2, 200, 000 

To provide funds to rehabilitate 487 substandard quarters to make them 
more livable. Authorization was granted for this project by Public Law 765, 
83d Congress. 

Appropriation request, 
fiscal year 1956 


Location: Various locations, continental and overseas: Rehabilitation 
of existing housing _ - oA ied 4 2 hs . $1, 218, 300 


NAVAL Construction BatTaLion CENTER, DavisviLuE, R. IL. 


Mr. SHepparpb. We will pick up the first item, ‘“‘Naval Construction 
Battalion center, Davisville, R. 1.,”’ wherein your total request is for 
$5,397,000, comprised of two items, a marginal wharf, for which you 
are requesting $4,399,000, and a dehumidified warehouse, for which 
you are requesting $998,000. 

| note at this installation the plant value is $25,017,193; funded 
construction not in plant value is $4,746,077; existing unfunded 
authorization is none; the proposed 1956 authorization is $5,397,000; 
the proposed 1956 appropriation is $5,397,000; the estimated future 
appropriation required is $17,782,000. 

Present your justifications for this requirement. 

Admiral Ciarx. The first project is a marginal wharf for Davisville 
in order to have the capacity to outload advance base material now 
stored at Davisville. Three berths are available now at an existing 
pier. An existing wooden bulkhead which has deteriorated and no 
longer protects the shoreline or retains the material staging area at 
the head of the pier must be replaced by the marginal wharf thus 
providing three berths. The dredging required to make the wharf 
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usable will reclaim an additional berth at the pier for a total of 
seven berths available which are required for outloading. 

The second project is for a dehumidified warehouse. This js 
required to maintain advance base mobilization reserve stock now 
at Davisville in condition for immediate shipment overseas in the 
event of national emergency. Annual savings of $610,000 in equip. 
ment deterioration and preservation will liquidate the construction 
within 2 years after the warehouse is filled. 

Mr. SuerparpD. What is the length of time contemplated to fill the 
warehouse? 

Admiral Perry. We would expect the plans and specifications 
would be completed 120 days or 4 months after September of this 
year, that the construction would be started in February 1956. It 
would probably take 270 days to complete. That would be the end 
of 1956 before the warehouse would be completed. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering feature connected with 
these two projects 

Admiral Perry. The advance planning for the marginal wharf 
was performed by Jenks & Ballou of Providence, R. I., at a cost of 
$17,000. 

The advance planning for the dehumidified warehouse was per- 
formed by the office of the district public works officer of the Ist 
Naval District, Boston, Mass. 

Mr. SHepparp. I see the largest item reflected is that of dredging, 
where you have 2,204,700 cubic yards at 69 cents, a total of $1,520,000. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. SuepparD. Why is this dredging necessary? Has something 
filled in on you or what? 

Admiral Perry. This is created by several factors. By reason of 
the failure of the wooden bulkhead the shoreline has sloughed off into 
the water, and we have tidal drifts against the north side. This 
dredging will reclaim an additional berth at the pier that is there now 
but cannot be used. The dredging would go to a depth of 30 feet. 

Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. ANprews. No questions. 

Mr. Wiacieswortu. I notice in the justifications “Plant value 
(land and construction January 1, 1954), $25,017,193.” What does 
that mean? 

Admiral Ciark. That is the cost. 

Mr. WiGcGLeswortH. The estimated overall cost? 

Admiral Ciark. The actual cost of the facilities. 

Mr. WiacieswortnH. Now in being? 

Admiral CLark. Now in being. That is not a replacement value. 

Mr. Wicc.LeswortH. That is the actual value of what you have 
now? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes. 

Mr. WiGcGLeswortH. You want to increase that to roughly $48 
million? 

Admiral CLark. Not this year. 

Mr. WicGLeswortH. You show the estimated future appropria- 
tion required as $17,782,000 and the proposed for fiscal year 1956, 
$5,397,000. That is $23 million added to the $25 million you already 
have. 
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Admiral Cuark. That is advance planning. I believe you were 
absent, Mr. Wigglesworth, when we explained that that final figure is 
the amount we estimate will be required to place a station in full readi- 
ness for mobilization. We can tell you how we will phase that gen- 
erally but it may not be accurate. If conditions change we will not 
ask for the $17 million. 

Mr. WiaGLEswortH. You mean that the fact that we have put $25 
million into this already and that you are asking us to put in $5 million 
more now, does not necessarily mean we will have to go any further; 
we can stop right here if we so desire? 

Admiral Cuark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WieGLeswortH. For the wharf you have an estimate of $2,- 
163,000 based on 1,200 linear feet at $1,802 per linear foot. 

Admiral Perry. That isa misprint. It is 1,800 linear feet at $1,202 
per linear foot. 

Mr. WieeLteswortuH. The figures are just reversed? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WieGLesworrtu. Is that $1,202 per linear foot in line with your 
recent actual experience? 

Admiral Perry. It is for that area; yes, sir. 

Mr. WieaeteswortH. What kind of wharf will it be? 

Admiral Perry. This will be a reinforced concrete wharf, Mr. 
Wigglesworth. 

Mr. WieGLeswortH. What is the importance of the dehumidified 
warehouse at this time? 

Admiral Perry. We have large stocks of electrical equipment, 
telephone switchboards, electronics equipment, that are kept in this 
Advance Base Depot for advance base mobilization stocks. If that 
type of equipment is not kept under proper storage conditions with 
respect to humidity and temperature there is rapid deterioration. 

Mr. WiecLeswortH. Where is it kept now? 

Admiral Perry. It is kept in an ordinary warehouse that is not 
dehumidified and some is kept outside. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortH. You are only 18 miles south of Providence. 
Is there not some place you can store it without paying $998,000 for 
adehumidified warehouse? 

Admiral Perry. You might find a warehouse at Providence. On 
the other hand, this material should be stored at the point from which 
it will be shipped and if part were stored at Providence and part at 
Davisville you would get in one whale of a mess when it came time to 
shiv them out as units. 

Mr. Wia@LeswortH. You are only a matter of minutes away by 
automobile. 

_ Admiral Perry. I have traveled that distance by automobile and 
it usually takes me about an hour. 

Mr. WiaeiteswortnH. To travel 18 miles? 

Admiral Perry. It is through heavy traffic and a heavily populated 
area, one town right next to another. 

Mr. Wiaeteswortu. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 


6499T7T—55 22 
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Pusitic Works Center (Navat Base), Norrouk, Va. 


Mr. SHepparD. We will pick up the next item, public works 
center (naval.base), Norfolk, Va., wherein you request $2,510,000 
for improvements to the electrical power system. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $197,650,408; funded 
construction not in plant value is $1,842,280; existing unfunded 
authorization is none; the proposed 1956 authorization is $2,510,000: 
the proposed 1956 appropriation is $2,510,000; the estimated future 
appropriation required is $9,838,000. 

Present the justifications for that requirement. 

Admiral CLark. This is for improvements in the electrical power 
system at this Public Works Center where the existing load on the 
electrical system has reached the e apacity of transformers and primary 
distribution lines. New construction now in progress will increase 
the peak electrical demand by 27 percent. Projects to be completed 
in the summer of 1956 will add an additional 6 percent. Without 
this item a fire hazard will exist from overloading and use of electricit) 
will have to be curtailed resulting in inefficient operation and waste 
of expended funds, and we will have no reserve electrical power at all 

Mr. SHepparp. | see in the composition of your requirements you 
want a 34.5 kilovolt switching station at $92,400; distribution lines at 

1,334,400; and substations—how many substations does that mean, 
two? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. For $1,083,200? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are they about equally divided in this cost? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

Mr. Suepparp. What are the engineering features connected with 
this project, Admiral Perry? 

Admiral Perry. This project was advance planned by Hayes, 
Seay, Mattern & Mattern, of Norfolk, Va., at a cost of $3,000. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Any questions? 

Mr. WiaeLtesworrn. | do not understand what you are going to do. 
What do you mean by public works support and services? 

Admiral Perry. The, public works center at the naval base al 
Norfolk handles all the public works functions for the various activi- 
ties which compose the base, that is, the supply center, the base itself, 
the naval station. 

Mr. WiaaLteswortu. What kind of services? 

Admiral Perry. Public works services. 

Mr. WiaeLteswortn. What does that include? . 

Admiral Perry. It includes repairs to all their structures, service 
to heating plants, cleaning of grounds, collection of garbage, repairs 
to roads, repairs to the piers. 

Mr. OstTertaa. Services similar to those performed by the public 
works department of a city? 

Admiral Perry. Essentially, yes, sir. 

Mr. Wiaaieswortu. You say this is “To provide public works 
support and services of a technical nature.”” What does that mean’ 

Admiral Perry. It may be a study of termites that are eating Up 
the wood and a determination of how to get rid of them. It also 
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involves the determination, if you have to repair a building that 
possibly has rotted timbers, whether you have to tear them out. 

Mr. WiacLeswortn. You are doing all that right now, are you not? 

Admiral Perry. Certainly. 

Mar. Wriagteswortu. Why do you need this additional public 
works center? 

Admiral Perry. The public works center, Mr. Wigglesworth, is 
the activity that performs this service for all the component parts of 
the naval base at Norfolk. You have a consolidated public works 
department. 

Admiral Ctark. The Roman title II] at the top where it says 
“Mission” simply tells what the job of the station is, and the project 
itself is down under V, what we are proposing this year at the station 
that has that job. 

Mr. WiceGLeswortH. Why do you need this switching station, 
distribution lines and substations? 

Admiral Perry. Because the power we have at the base is inade- 
quate to supply the buildings and facilities presently on the base and 
in course of construction. If we do not have additional capacity we 
will either have to overload our transformers and lines— 

Mr. WiaGieswortu. In other words, you are putting up so much 
new construction, you need more power? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. Wiacieswortu. [| have no further questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Ostertag. 

Mr. OstertaG. Do you generate your own power there? 

Admiral Perry. No. We buy it from the Virginia Electric & 
Power Co. 

Mr. OstrertAG. In other words, these facilities are more or less the 
means by which you control and handle the power you buy? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. OsrertaG. What is the general setup of one of these sub- 
stations? 

Admiral Perry. For instance, we will have what we call a sub- 
station where the Virginia Electric & Power Co. brings in their 
supply at the central distribution point. It is at that point where 
we will put in the switching station in order to take additional leads 
or power from it. We take this at a high voltage and distribute it to 
central points throughout the area at high voltage to many substations 
over the area, our own substations. It may be distributed at 13,000 
volts. That is called the primary system. Then there are trans- 
formers in the substations and we will step that high voltage of, say, 
13,200 volts down to 4,400 volts and distribute it to another sub- 
station that will step it down further. 

Mr. Osrertac. You have an item of $1,083,200 for substations. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrertac. How many substations will that cover? 

Admiral Perry. That will take care of two main substations within 
the vard itself. 

Mr. WiacLeswortu. How manv do you have now? 

Admiral Perry. I would have to give you that for the record. 
We have any number of them. I do not have that figure with me. 

Mr. Osrerrac. Are these two new substations in addition to those 
lready operating under the public works center at Norfolk? 
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Admiral Perry. Yes. : 

Mr. Ostertac. Will you supply the answer to the question pro- 
pounded by Mr. Wigglesworth for the record. 

Admiral Perry. I have that information now. We have 11 now. 

Mr. Osrertaga. And this will make a total of 13? 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. OstertaG. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 


Navat Construction BarraLtion Center, Port Hueneme, Cauir. 


Mr. SHepparp. We will pick up the next item, reflected as the Naval 
Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, Calif., wherein you 
are requesting $1,225,000 for construction equipment facilities. 

I note at this installation the plant value is $31,089,278; funded con- 
struction not in plant value is $4,450,000; existing unfunded author- 
izarion is $3,384,000; proposed 1956 authorization is $1,225,000; pro- 
posed 1956 appropriation is $1,225,000; the estimated future appro- 
priation required is $35,803,000. 

Proceed with your justifications for this requirement. 

Admiral CLarx. Adequate construction equipment facilities are re- 
quired for the rehabilitation, modification, maintenance and testing of 
10,552 pieces of advance base mobilization reserve equipment valued 
at $70 million. It is required now in order to eliminate the fire haz- 
ards in the existing 17 widely scattered tarpaper and wooden shop 
buildings and to improve efficiency. A new contact preservation 
program is being inaugurated which makes the need for this building 
urgent. We are requesting $1,225,000 for the construction of these 
facilities. 

Mr. SHepparpD. Define the term “contact preservation.” 

Admiral Perry. Contact preservation is the inspection of each 
piece of machinery that has to undergo these tests and to insure that 
the engines have been turned over and that you have had a flow of oil 
through the whole lubricating system to each one of the points that 
must receive that lubrication. 

Mr. SuHepparpb. It means as you have expressed here, a functional 
performance? 

Admiral Perry. Yes. 

Mr. SuepparpD. What will you do with those tarpaper shacks if 
you are given this money? 

Admiral Perry. We will tear them down. 

Mr. SHepparp. That is something you should have done 5 years 
ago. 

e Admiral Perry. We should have but if we had we would be right 
out in the open. 

Mr. SHepparD. That is an assumption, I think, on your part. 
You might have gotten some money then perhaps as well as you 
might get it now. 

Admiral Perry. I think the chairman is correct on that score. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering feature on this project? 

Admiral Perry. The advance planning was performed by Bohlen, 
Rule & Bohlen of Los Angeles, Calif., at a cost of $11,900. 

Mr. SuepparD. Does the collateral in this justification have the 
same meaning as previously testified to? 
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Admiral Perry. Generally speaking the collateral is machine tools 
and so on. 

Mr. SHerparD. Any questions? 

Mr. ANDREWS. No questions. 

Mr. WiaeLteswortu. I have no questions. 

Mr. Ostertac. Admiral, explain briefly the meaning of “Funded 
construction not in plant value.” 

Admiral Perry. Under that heading, Mr. Ostertag, you have three 
categories of projects. You may have ar item which has been author- 
ized and appropriated for and has been completed but has not been 
picked up by the accountants and put in the plant value. You may 
have an item that is partially completed and has not been put in the 
plant value. Or you may have a project which has not even been 
put under contract vet. 

In this particular instance the $4,450,000 referred to includes 
$4 million for 10 barracks and a 1,500-man subsistence building and 
shop, and a laboratory for $450,000. Those buildings have been 
completed and are occupied but the items have not been picked up 
and put in the plant value. Under item 1 you see plant value of 
$31,081,278. If you picked up the $4,450,000 in item 2, you would 
have over $35 million plant value. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Under item 3 you show existing unfunded author- 
ation of $3,384,000 and you compare that with the $4,450,000 under 
item 2 that is funded. One is unfunded and the other is funded? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. There have been authorizations 
from previous Congresses for $3,384,000 that have not been funded. 
We have not received funds to go ahead with the projects. 

Mr. Ostertaa. Are any of the items involved in this justification 
included in these authorizations? 

Admiral Perry. Will you repeat that question, please? 

Mr. Osrertac. You pointed out that the $3,384,000 constitutes 
authorization but not money appropriated and spent. 

Admiral Perry. That is right. 

Mr. OsrertaaG. I ask if any of the items under this justification 
are a part of that authorization? 

Admiral Perry. No. The $3,384,000 consisted of authorization 
for 2 items, 1 was to reconstruct wharf 3 and the second was for 2 
dehumidified warehouses. It so happens that as of the 1st of June in 
one case and 23d of June in the other case, savings from prior appro- 
priations have made it possible to award contracts for both of those 
items and they are presently under contract. They had not been put 
under contract at the time this was prepared. 

Mr. Osrrertac. That is all. 


PoLLtuTION ABATEMENT Procram, INcLupING Lanp AcQuISITION, 
Various LOcATIONS 


Mr. SHeprarpD. We will pick up the next item, pollution abate- 
ment program, including land acquisition, various locations, wherein 
vou are requesting $15,149,000. That is reflected on page C11-5 of 
your justifications. 

Will you pick up this series of items listed in the justifications and 
present your requirements for each one of them? 
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GENERAL STATEMENT 


Admiral CLar«. This is a series of items, sir, and I shall lead off. 
It is a package project in that the reason we want to do this is that 
the work is the same for all stations. 

We made a survey of all the stations in the United States where 
either we were on the verge or actually in violation of a State or local 
law in respect to the disposal of sewage or where the local conditions 
made it obvious by our own testing of surrounding water that we 
soon would be in violation and perhaps were endangering the health 
of the community. 

As a result of this nationwide survey, we made up this list, which 
comprises only the ones where we are in violation of the law and we 
must request the Congress for money to permit us to install sewage 
treatment plants or pipe connections which will permit us to pipe into 
local sewage disposal systems in order to comply with the law and also 
to comply with Executive Order 10014 of November 3, 1948. 

The stations are listed and I can read them off. 

Mr. Suepparp. Give the name of the station and the amount of 
money required. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, ALAMEDA, CALIF. 


Admiral CLark. The first is the Naval Air Station at Alameda, 
Calif., where we are requesting $223,000. 

Mr. Suepparp. For what purpose there? 

Admiral CLarkx. The Regional Water Pollution Control Board of 
the State of California for the San Francisco Bay region— 

Mr. Superparp. What I want to know is what is the corrective 
proposal that you have before you in that particular location for 
that particular job. 

Admiral CLark. This is to prevent the contamination of the 
Oakland Estuary. 

Mr. Sueprarp. But what are you going to construct to eliminate 
that problem? 

Admiral CLark. We are going to construct 16-inch mains from 
the station through flow meters across areas where we will require 
easements across the pipe and I think we will pipe into the city of 
Alameda’s sewage disposal system. Is that not correct, Admiral 
Perry? 

Admiral Perry. This project contemplates the abandonment of 
the existing primary sewage treatment plant with outfall and the 
construction of the necessary sewers and appurtenances to pump thie 
sewage from naval air station, Alameda, to the new sewerage facilities 
constructed at naval supply center, Oakland. The capacity of the 
facilities constructed at Oakland is sufficient to handle the mobiliza- 
tion flows from both the naval supply center, Oakland, and the naval 
air station, Alameda. The facilities constructed at Oakland will 
provide adequate sewage disposal facilities to the city of Oakland 
sewer system, with ultimate sewage treatment and disposal in the 
East Bay Municipal Utility District’s sewage treatment and disposal 
plant. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are you going to have to pay any funds to the cit) 
for its picking up of your sewage and taking it from that point? 
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Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. There is a continuity of cost after you establish 
the lines. What will you be paying the municipality once you get 
your hookup established? 

“ Mr. ANDREwsS. The service charge. 

Admiral Perry. The project analysis of this advance planning 
indicates this project to be economically sound and this conclusion 
is based upon the cost analysis shown in the advance planning report 
prepared for this project by the district public works office, Twelfth 
Naval District on 20 August 1954. 

We take our annual cost, which includes interest, depreciation, 
operation and maintenance and come down to a cost of $18,511. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I take it you do not have segregated the municipal 
cost for its part of the service to the Navy? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Mr SHEPPARD. It is a part of the total but not broken down? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Supply that for the record. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

(The following information was supplied for the record :) 

\t naval air station, Alameda, the estimated annual cost for sewage treatment 


based on present average flow would be $9,000 to be paid to the East Bay Munici- 
pal Utility District. 


MARINE CORPS AUXILIARY AIR STATION, BEAUFORT, 8. C. 


Mr. SHepparD. Pick up the next item and give us the same in- 


formation you have given with reference to the Naval Air Station at 
Alameda. 

Admiral Perry. The next station is the Marine Corps auxiliary air 
station at Beaufort, S.C. 

The current planning calls for the establishment at Beaufort, 5. C., 
of an additional Marine Corps air station to accommodate the 3d 
Marine Air Wing. The proposed site at Beaufort was constructed for 
and operated as a naval air station during World War II. The 
sewage treatment plant utilized at that time is at present in a state of 
disrepair and the site interferes with proposed future construction 
such that rehabilitation of the existing plant to make it serve during 
an interim period, would be economically infeasible. 

It is anticipated that presently authorized construction will provide 
essential facilities for the Marine Corps auxiliary air station operation 
and will be usably completed by about mid-1956, thereby permitting 
the phasing in at the station of personnel required for such operations. 
These personnel to be stationed at the activity during the initial 
period of the Marine Corps auxiliary air station operation will ap- 
proximate 2,500 in number, and unless the proposed sewage treatment 
plant is authorized, the sewage generated will of necessity have to be 
discharged untreated into neighboring Albergotti Creek and Brickyard 
River. Discharge of raw sewage into these streams will aggravate an 
existing condition in the immediate vicinity of the town of Beaufort 
which has made it necessary to condemn certain areas for the com- 
mercial harvesting of shell fish. Furthermore, the discharge of such a 
large additional amount of raw sewage into the tidal waters around the 
town of Beaufort would undoubtedly cause nuisance and health 
hazard conditions. 
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The design of the proposed sewage treatment plant is based on jts 
being the first independent half of a complete treatment plant ul. 
timately to be constructed to handle 7,000 personnel. ‘Thus, the pro. 
posed unit can be readily expanded at a later date to accommodate 
the full needs of a Marine Corps air station without interrupting the 
operation of the plant by simply duplicating units. The plant is to 
consist of primary settling, intermittent dosing of a standard rate 
trickling filter, secondary settling and chlorination. A separate 
floating cover heated digester, with drying beds is to be provided for 
handling the sludge. Accordingly, the required budget estimate of 
$304,000 has been based upon providing one-half of a 7,000-man 
capacity sewage treatment plant which will provide the primary 
settling, a secondary settling and chlorination, and secondary treat- 
ment of a sludge by means of a heated digester. 

(The following data on other projects is as follows:) 


Prosect SpeciFicaTIion: Navau Arr Station, Brunswick, MAINE 


Construct a plant for primary sewage treatment based on a population of 4,000 
with provision for expansion as well as secondary treatment if and when required. 
This plant will include new force main from existing pumping station to the new 
treatment plant, sedimentation tank, sludge digestion tank, pumphouse, chlorin- 
ation and metering house, slude beds, gravity outfall to Androscoggin River and 
necessary utilities and collateral equipment. 


Il. Prosecr Description: Martine Corps Arr Station, CHEerry Pornt, N. C. 


This project is for the authorization and appropriation of $115,000 for waste 
treatment plant to be located on Sandy Branch in the vicinity of A Street and 
Curtiss Road. All industrial wastes from buildings Nos. 133 and 137 will be 
intercepted at the new plant, settled and treated for the various chemicals and 
redischarged into the stream. The plant will be sized for dry weather flows. 
The higher flows resulting from rains collected in the combined industrial and 
storm drains will provide sufficient dilution to make treatment unnecessary. 
The plant will bypass the storm runoff. The treatment plant will consist of 
settling basins, aerator, detention tank, clarifier and sludge disposal field. A 
two-story building will be provided to house the chemical feeders and chemical 
storage. 

The 2 settling tanks will be reinforced concrete 20 feet square and 10 feet 
deep. Flow-through capacity will be 257,000 gallons in an 8-hour day based on 
a minimum retention time of 132 hours. The effluent from the settling tanks 
will be pumped consecutively through an aerator, detention tank, and clarifier. 
A pump will be provided to transfer the sludge from the tanks to a drying bed 
containing approximately 1,000 feet of underdrains. The tanks will have 
mechanical equipment for collecting the sludge. A 2-story chemical building 
30 by 50 feet will be provided to house chemical feeders, meters, chlorinators, 
and chemicals on the second floor. The building will be all concrete construc- 
tion with the second floor capable of carrying up to 500 pounds per square foot. 
Metering and sampling devices will be provided and automatic controls to regu- 
late the chemical feeds consistent with the variation in flow of wastes. Water, 
sewage, electric, and steam services will be furnished. The existing storm drains 
will be extended to meet the new construction. 

There is no requirement for acquisition of additional land for this project. 


Prosect SpeciFicaTion: Nava AMMUNITION Deport, Fort Mirruin, Pa. 


(a) This project is for the installation of a 10-inch cast iron sewer main from the 
depot to one of the city of Philadelphia’s sewage system disposal plants and the 
necessary collection system and lift stations within the depot. 

(b) No land acquisition is required but it will be necessary to obtain 6,000 feet 
of right-of-way for the force main to the city’s plant. No charge is anticipated 
for this easement. 
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ProuecT SPECIFICATION: Naval INDUSTRIAL RESERVE SHipyarD, Kearny, N. J. 


Work includes reconstructing the deteriorated on-station sewage collection sys- 
tem ($1,600,000), thereby eliminating septic tanks and outfalls therefrom which 
discharge into the Hackensack River. his project also includes payment to the 
Town of Kearny, N. J., for a connection ($430,000) from the on-station collection 
system to the municipal sewage disposal system. No additional land is required. 


Prosgect SpEcIFICATION: NAVAL Station, Lona Beacu, Cauir. 


(a) Construct a sewage pumping station at the northwest corner of naval sta- 
tion property and 12-inch cast-iron force main to deliver sewage from naval station 
and naval shipyard to city treatment plant. The pumping station will consist of 
a building with suction and pump wells, 2 sewage pumps (650 gallons per minute, 
nonclog type, maximum 85-foot head) with electrical controls. The force main 
to the city of Los Angeles treatment plant will be approximately 7,300 feet long. 
The proposed system will have a force main capable of handling mobilization 
sewage flow (1,476,000 gallons per day with a peak flow of 4.10 cubic feet per 
second for a duration of 1.5 hours), and the sewage pumping facilities will be 
capable of future expansion to handle mobilization flow. 


Proyect SpEcIFICATION: NAavAL ORDNANCE PLANT, LovIsvILLE, Ky. 


(a) The construction of a plating equipment waste disposal plant capable of 
treating 50 gallons per minute of cyanide and 100 gallons per minute of chromic 
acid. This will consist of the necessary assembly of mixing tanks, settling tank, 
and other appurtenances occupying an area of 95 feet long by 25 feet wide plus a 
3-story 20 by 30 foot concrete and brick control house. 

(b) The construction of a waste oil separation unit capable of handling 1,600 
gallons per minute of combined sanitary sewage and waste sewage and waste oil. 
This will consist of a reinforced concrete 81 by 43 foot divided separation chamber 
together with necessary equipment plus a l-story 12 by 20 foot reinforced concrete 
and brick control house. 

(c) The construction of a waste oil burning facility with a capacity of burning 95 
gallons per hour of unreclaimable separated oil and other unreclaimable waste oil. 
This will consist of a 1-story 22 by 30 foot concrete and brick incinerator building 
complete with necessary equipment. 

(d) The facilities noted above are listed in order of their urgency and are each 
acomplete and operable increment of the system any one of which may be accom- 
plished with benefit to the station, however, to eliminate illegal pollution of the 
Louisville sewage system, the complete system should be built at this time. 

(e) This project does not require the acquisition of any real estate. 


Prosect SPECIFICATION: NAVAL SHIPYARD, MARE ISLAND, CALIP. 


The project is for construction of interceptor sewers, force mains, pumping 
plants, sewage treatment plant and outfall. The collection system will consist 
of a main interceptor sewer along Railroad Avenue, approximately 3% miles long 
and varying in size from 8 to 24 inches; a north interceptor sewer system, consist- 
ing of gravity lines, force mains and pump stations to deliver the sewage north of 
A Street to the main pumping plant at intersection of Railroad Avenue and A 
Street; and a south interceptor sewer system, consisting of gravity lines, force 
mains and pump stations to deliver the sewage south of A Street to the main pump- 
ing plant at intersection of Railroad Avenue and A Street. The north system 
will serve Guadalcanal Village, radio station, and north area of shipyard. The 
south system will serve the ammunition depot, naval hospital marine barracks, 
Iwo Village and south area of shipyard. There will be a total of nine pump 
stations. 

The large pump stations will each have 3 pumps with sufficient capacity so 
that 2 pumps can handle the peak flow. The small pump stations will have two 
pumps, each capable of handling the peak flow. Sewage will be pumped from 
station 4A, located at intersection of Railroad Avenue and A Street, through a 
20-inch force main approximately 4,600 feet long to the sewage treatment plant, 
Which will be located on a 5-acre site on the west side of Mare Island north of A 
Street. The treatment plant will be of the primary type, consisting of bar screens, 
grit chambers, preaeration and sedimentation tanks, separate sludge digestors, 
sludge drying beds, and laboratory and control building. Effluent from the 
plant will be discharged through a 24-inch gravity outfall approximately 1,000 
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feet long to San Pablo Bay, which has high dilution capacity. Industrial sewage 
will be pretreated by various methods, depending upon the type thereof, prior 
to entering the sewers. Since large parts of Mare Island have been built up by 
depositing dredged material, a considerable portion of the interceptor sewers and 
the treatment plant structures will have to be supported on piles. No additiong| 
land is required. 


ProsecT SPECIFICATION: NAvAL ArrR STatTion, Miramar, San Dieco, Cauip 


(a) The type of plant proposed is the biooxidation type. The plant consists 
of a grit separator, bar screen and comminutor, two oxidators placed in parallel, 
two digesters, one having a floating cover and one having a gas holder type cover, 
a heat exchanger, control house, chlorination facilities, gas control equipment for 
utilizing the gas and gas burner for burning waste gas, oxidation lagoons and 
sludge beds. This type of plant will provide an effluent from the oxidators having 
65 to 75 percent reduction in suspended solids and 5-day BOD. With this reduc- 
tion the effluent from the lagoons should be supersaturated with oxygen and 
entirely free from disease bearing organisms normally found in sewage. 

(b) The existing Imhoff tanks will be broken down to 6 feet below grade, filled 
and abandoned. 

ce) No land acquisition is necessary. 


Project DescripTion: NAVAL Basse, Newport, R. I. 


The facilities to be constructed under this increment and the number of personne! 
presently stationed at each activity are as follows. The facilities will be construe- 
ted in such manner to maintain all components in a state of readiness and in con- 
sonance with the master development plan of the base. 

Number 


. on aide of per 
Location and facilities: sonnel 
Naval underwater ordnance station and marine barracks (Gravity 

sewer, pumping station, and force main) _ __ 2, 100 
Naval net depot and supply area, Melville (septic tanks, interceptors, 

and outfall) j 260 
Trailer housing, Melville, R. I., (preliminary settling tank, chlorination, 

and outfall) 5 1, 500 
Housing at Midway Station, (small septic tanks and outfall) __ - 1() 
Ordnance area, Prudence [sland, (large septic tank and chlorination) 60) 
Ordnance test area, Gould Island (septic tanks and outfall _ _ - 390) 
Quarters area and active facilities, Goat Island (septic tanks, chlorina- 

tion, and outfall) iad Sie 4 500 
Fleet wharf area, Newport, R. I. (two septic tanks and outfall) (} 
Government landing, Newport, R. I. (septic tank and outfall) - 1) 


! Transient. 


Sewage from the above facilities is now discharged into the bay without treat- 
ment. 

The project will be constructed in its entirety on Navy-owned land. No land 
acquisition is required. 


II. Prosect Description NAVAL Suppty CENTER, NORFOLK, VA. 


This project consists of the construction of a total of 10,601 lineal feet of 
sewers including 6-inch service connections, 8-inch clay and cast-iron brancl 
sewers, and 10-inch cast-iron sewers, together with 28 manholes and incidental 
related work. The sanitary sewer collected in this system will be discharged 
directly into a pumping station already constructed by the Department of the 
Army as a part of its share in the combined facility. From this pumping station 
it is conveyed in a common trunk sewer already constructed by the Army into 
the system of the Hampton Roads Sanitation District Commission. The common 
trunk sewer and the sewage pumping station referred to possess adequate capacity 
for handling the increase flow of sewage which will result when this project !s 
completed, having been designed by the District Engineer’s Office on the basis 
of the service demands for the entire station, including the portion occupied b) 
the Naval Supply Center. No additional land is required. 
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ProvecTt DEscRIPTION NAVAL FuEL Suppity Depot, Port Mo.tate RIcHMOND, 
Contra Costa County, CALIF. 


This project consists of an Imhoff tank (on concrete piles) designed for 25,000 
gallons per day average flow with 2% hours detention; two sludge drying beds 
16 x 18 feet each; a collection system of 8-inch sewer pipes and 6-inch laterals; 
five (5) septic tanks in the outlying areas; pumps, motors, and appurtenances. 


ProyECT SPECIFICATION: NAvy MINE COUNTERMEASURES STATION, PANSMA 
City, Fua. 


The project is for the construction of a sanitary collection system consisting 
of approximately 8,000 linear feet of sewer mains and laterals, lift station, and 
treatment plant to provide both primary and secondary treatment. Components 
of the treatment plant, consist of grinder, screen, primary settling tank, trickling 
filter, secondary settling tanks, sludge digestor, sludge drying beds, chlorine 
chamber, control building, and pump. The treatment plant provides for an 
estimated population of 2,000 persons. 


PROJECT SPECIF:icATION: NAVAL AIR STATION, PENSACOLA, FLA. 


a) The acids and ecyanides will be collected individually and dumped by 
gravity into the treatment tanks, where the acids will be neutralized with rock 
lime and the eyanides reduced by chlorination. Treated liquid and sludge will 
then go to the lift station wet well. The lift station pumps will discharge through 
a force main to the existing sewage treatment plant outfall line, bypassing the 
plant. No additional land is required. 


ProJecT SPECIFICATION: NAVAL SHIPYARD, PuGEeT SouNpD, BREMERTON, WASH. 


A pressure sewage-collection system consisting of approximately 11,000 linear 
feet of 6- to 14-inch cast-iron pipe with 9 pump lift stations along the lowest 
elevations of the existing sewage system for raising sewage approximately 10 feet 
and delivering to the existing city of Bremerton sewage system for treatment. 
Sewage from the area of the shipyard west of drydock No. 3 will be delivered via 
force main and 8 lift stations to city of Bremerton Lift Station No. 7 west of 
shipyard. Sewage from area east of Drydock No. 3 will be delivered via force 
main and lift station to city of Bremerton Lift Station No. 6. No land acquisition 
is required. 


Project SPECIFICATION: NAVAL Arr STATION, QuoNsET Point, R. I. 


a) Construct the following additions to the existing plant to serve a popula- 
tion of 16,000: two primary settling tanks, chlorination and metering building, 
together with necessary utilities and collateral. 

b) No land acquisition is required. 


ProsyecT SPECIFICATION: MARINE Corps Recruit Depot, SAN Dieco, Car 


The cleaning, repairing, and painting of the existing equipment in a trickling 
filter sewage treatment plant. The remodeling of the sludge digestion tank, 
the installation of sludge heating and recirculating equipment and automatic 
chlorination equipment. The construction of new oxidation ponds to provide 
final treatment to the effluent. 

_ (a) There will be no conflict or injurious effects of this project on any adjacent 
installation of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Coast Guard. 

(6) The construction covered in this project will not conflict with the proposed 
location of any project carried in the master shore station development plan and 
has taken into consideration the proposed fwture development in this area. 


Proyect SPECIFICATION: Unitep States Nava Station, San Dreco, Cauir. 


The project is for construction of approximately 11,000 lineal feet of sanitary 
sewer piping, 25 manholes and 1 conerete pumphouse and collection basin with 
two 50 gallons per minute sewage pumps to eliminate 16 sanitary sewer outfalls 
discharging raw sewage into San Diego Bay. 
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Project SPECIFICATION: NAVAL SHipyarD, SAN Francisco, CALir. 


The project is for construction of a sewage-collection system, consisting of inter- 
cepter sewers, force main, and pumping station to deliver shipyard sewage to 
city of San Francisco receiving manhole near the intersection of Palou Avenye 
and Griffith Street, at which point the sewage will be conveyed by existing city 
sewers to the city treatment plant. The collection system will consist of approxi- 
mately 9,400 lineal feet of 6 to 12 inch gravity sewers; 10,000 lineal feet of 15 to 
24 inch gravity sewers; 1,870 lineal feet of 33 inch gravity sewer; and 2,340 lineal 
feet of 24 inch cast-iron force main, including service connections, manholes, and 
diversion structures. The project includes a small pump station D, provided with 
a 100 gallons per minute pump and located in Solomon’s village area, and pump 
station A, located on Spear Avenue, near building 808 and provided with 2 pumps 
each capable of delivering 5.5 million gallons of sewage per day at peak rate of 
flow. Provision is made in pump station A for installation of a future third pump 
of same capacity to handle mobilization flow of sewage. 


Project Description: NavAL Rapio Station (R) Sxaaes IsLanp, Sonoma 
County, Cauir. 


(a) Sewage treatment plant: Construct Imhoff tank having a 150,000 gallon 
per day capacity to serve 1,400 people including 2 pumping stations, 2 lift stations, 
and septic tank bypasses. No additional land is required. 

(b) Storm drainage system: 

(1) Construct a 1,500 gallons per minute pump station in the north drainage 
system including 4,400 feet of steel and concrete pipe with concrete catch basins. 

(2) Construct a 1,500 gallons per minute pump station at the south end of 
drainage ditch with 130 feet of steel pipe. Regrade 1,200 feet of drainage ditch. 
Censtruct asphalt paved gutter and culvert. Disconnect and plug subsurface 
drains. No additional land is required. 


Prosect SPECIFICATION: NAVAL ORDNANCE PLANT, SoutH CHARLESTON, W. Va. 


(a) It is proposed to construct an interceptor sewer parallel to the Kanawha 
River intercepting all existing sanitary sewers on the naval ordnance plant. 
The sewage then is to be lifted into the sewer mains of the city of South Charleston 
with the necessary pumping stations and force mains being a part of this project. 
Provision is to be made to pass excessive storm runoff directly into the river. 
Design for this project is to be coordinated with the city of South Charleston to 
insure that the completed facility will be compatible with plans now being drawn 
up by that city for a new storm and sanitary sewer system. This project does 
not require the acquisition of any real estate. 


Prosect SpeciricaTion: Navat Net Depot, TirBuron, Cat.ir. 


(a) Construct a sewage-disposal system to meet the needs of 260 people with 
provisions for expansion after mobilization. 


Prosect SpeciricaTIon: Navat Arr Station, WHrpBEy IsLaNnp, WasH. 


It is proposed to install a sewage treatment plant, including screening, sedi- 
mentation sludge digestion, and chlorination. The capacity of the plant will be 
600,000 gallons per day providing a plant for 6,000 persons based on a per capita 
design figure of 100 gallons per day. The plant will be planned and designed to 
permit expansion, if necessary. This project has been coordinated with the 
Pollution Control Commission and the Department of Health of the State of 
Washington, and these local agencies have indicated the proposed facilities would 
receive their approval. 


Mr. SHepparp. Any questions? 
Mr. Anprews. No questions. 


BASIS FOR ESTIMATES 


Mr. WiacieswortH. What is the basis of the figures that you give 
us in your justifications? 
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Admiral Perry. In the case of each of these 24 subprojects which 
compose the single project, they have been advance planned and I 
can furnish you with the information concerning the advance planning 
as we proceed. 

Mr. WiecLteswortH. They were advance planned by private con- 
cerns, or by engineers? 

Admiral Perry. In some cases they have been advance planned in 
the offices of the district public works officers and in other cases by 
private engineers and architects. 

Mr. WieeLeswortH. Will these subprojects, if approved, be built 
on the basis of competitive bids or on what basis? 

Admiral Perry. All of these projects, Mr. Wigglesworth, would be 
built according to plans and specifications which we would have 
drawn up and open and competitive bidding would take place before 
the contract was awarded. 


NAVAL INDUSTRIAL RESERVE SHIPYARD, KEARNY, N. J. 


Mr. WieeieswortH. I notice at the Naval Industrial Reserve 
Shipyard, Kearny, N. J., you have an item of $430,000 as a connection 
charge to the town of Kearny, N. J.; $968,000 for on-station sewers; 
and $632,000 for piling, concrete pile caps, under drains, concrete 
cradle sheeting, and repaving, a total of $2,030,000. Why is there 
such a large amount involved in this project? 

Admiral Perry. The work here includes reconstructing the de- 
teriorated onstation sewage collection system ($1,600,000), thereby 
eliminating septic tanks and outfalls therefrom which discharge into 
the Hackensack River. This project also includes payment to the 
Town of Kearny, N. J., for a connection ($430,000) from the onstation 
collection system to the municipal sewage disposal system. 


NAVAL SHIPYARD, MARE ISLAND, CALIF. 


Mr. WiceLeswortH. How about the Naval Shipyard, Mare Island, 
Calif., where you want $6,210,000. That is also for sewage disposal; 
is it not? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WiaGLeswortu. I see you have nine pumping stations. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

a WiacteswortH. Why is such a heavy expenditure required 
there? 

Admiral Perry. This project is for the construction of interceptor 
sewers, force mains, pumping plants, sewage treatment plant, and 
outfall. The collection system will consist of a main interceptor 
sewer along Railroad Avenue, approximately 3% miles long and vary- 
ing in size from 8 inches to 24 inches; a north interceptor sewer system, 
consisting of gravity lines, force mains, and pump stations to deliver 
the sewage north of A Street to the main pumping plant at intersec- 
tion of Railroad Avenue and A Street; and a south interceptor sewer 
system, consisting of gravity lines, force mains, and pump stations to 
deliver the sewage south of A Street to the main pumping plant at 
intersection of Railroad Avenue and A Street. The north system 
will serve Guadalcanal Village, radio station, and north area of ship- 
yard. The south system will serve the ammunition depot, naval 
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hospital, Marine barracks, Iwo Village, and south area of shipyari 
Because of the size of this system, nine pumping stations will be re- 
quired in order to insure that the sewage which is to be handled wil! 
be handled properly. 

Mr. WigGLeswortu. This justification indicates that the— 

Regional Water Pollution Control Board No. 2 of the State of California oy 
21 October, 1954, passed a resolution which found that a condition of pollution 
and nuisance exists in Mare Island Strait due to discharge of raw sewage from 
naval activities on Mare Island and which prescribes standards to be maintained 
in the receiving waters. 

That, I assume, is ore reason. for the proposed work here? 

Admiral Perry. That is one of the reasons; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. The Chair would like to ask if it is not a fact the 
Navy has received complaint not only at that particular location 
relative to violations of pollution control regulations but has received 
a series of others geographically speaking, have you not? 

Admiral Perry. We have received any number. 

Mr. Suepparp. Although the gentleman’ s question has been predi- 
cated upon that particular location, it is not an isolated condition 
pertaining to sewage. 

Admiral Perry. No, sir, it is not. As a matter of fact, one of the 
first States to get after us was the State of Rhode Island about the 
pollution which we caused in Narragansett Bay. 


NAVAL SHIPYARD, SAN FRANCISCO 


Mr. WicGieswortu. | note that for the Naval Shipyard, Sav 
Francisco, you want $1,435,000 and you state that the city of San 
Francisco and the Government have reached an agreement pertaining 
to pollution control whereby the State will treat sewage from thie 
shipyard in both peacetime and mobilization and, if a separate 
sewage-dispotal plant were to be constructed at the shipyard, it would 
add approximately $700,000 to the cost of this project, in addition to 
which the operating and maintenance cost would have to be borne b\ 
the Government. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Wigglesworth, that statement is made to 
show why we are trving to tie into the city of San Francisco system, 
rather than build our own treatment plant. 

Mr. Wieeiteswortu. I understand. I have no further questions, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Osrertac. Admiral, I, for one, want to applaud the Navy and 
1 heartily approve this program which I understatd calls for the 
treating of, and the elimination of, pollution in our waters throughout 
the continental United States. 1, for one, have been fairly close to 
the problem as a State official, rather than as a Member of Congress. 
and I have always felt it is unfair for the Federal Government, w ne 3h 
it be the military or other Federal agencies, to expect municipalities 
and private industries to eliminate and control pollution wat the 
Federal Government was unable or unwilling to meet this respon- 
sibility. 


SOURCE OF AND AUTHORITY FOR POLLUTION PROGRAM 


I would like to ask this question about the overall program. Di 
this program, which I understand is brought about bv virtue o! 2 
Executive order in the light of Publie Law 845 of the 80th Congres. 
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and which set forth the policy of pollution abatement—did this pro- 
gram stem from any Defense Department directive or other means 
of instruetion which might be equally applicable to all of the services, 
or is this a program that the Navy has taken cognizance of and is 
dealing with without regard to any overall defense program? 

Bear in mind, I approve these projects and your recommendations, 
but | am interested to learn whether our Military Establishment has 
a coordinated program? ‘To make my point: W hy should the Navy 
act in this manner on the one hand and the Army, right alongside 
of one of these projects, continue to pollute the same stream? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, I would have to supply the answer 
to that question for the record, in view of the fact I am not familiar 
with the procedures which are presently followed by the Army and 
the Air Force. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. | think, however, that the gentleman’s question 
might be resolved to the degree of whether an official order came down 
to the Nav y for these corrective procedures. 

Admiral Perry. We were told to include these items as urgent 
items in this year’s request for appropriation. 

Mr. SHepparp. But there was a memorandum specifically directing 
itas such; is that correct? 

Admiral CLark. No official communication. 

Admiral Perry. We were told to in the Navy. Now, whether that 
came from higher authority than the Secretary of the Navy, I cannot 
sav. I got my instructions from the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. SHepparb. The reason | asked my question was that a memo- 
randum of that character did come down. The memorandum, 
within itself, might have been addressed to all services? 

Admiral Perry. I am sure I can find the answer to Mr. Ostertag’s 
question. 

Mr. OsterTAG. I am interested to know and, if you have the 
answer, | would appreciate its being inserted at this point in the record. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. The basic Navy authority for its present 
pollution abatement program is Executive Order 10014. Department 
of Defense and Secretary of the Navy directives did not instruct the 
Navy to formulate this program. Formerly, these projects were 
sponsored by the individual sponsoring agencies. Since these projects 
cannot compete with the military necessity of the sponsors’ other 
projects, they were deleted from previous programs before submission 
to the Congress. Therefore, the Navy considered that the most 
feasible means for bringing these to the attention of the Congress was 
by compiling a packaged pollution abatement program. 

Admiral CLark. The Army has started on the same program and 
ii theirs last year they had some of these, and I believe this. I just 
iappened to see the Army hearing where they were prese ‘nting some 
last vear and I am aiite sure it was done by discussion between the 
three services and the Secre tary of Defense’s Office and they agreed 
on What the Navy should put in. Whether it was a formal directive, 
we will have to get for the record. 

Mr. Osrertac. How do you people determine just which instaila- 
ions or facilities are to receive funds in connection with peranen 
whatement? What I am getting at is this: Is there any yardstick | 

vhich you measure the need as, for example, the difference between 
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what might be termed “a permanent installation’’ as compared with 
one which might not be permanent? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir; at the beginning of this year, the Board 
of which I am the senior member, the Shore Station Development 
Board, held discussions on this subject with the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Properties and Installations and the Secretary of the 
Navy’s Office to get a determination as to how much of a survey was 
required on this advance planning program, and we were to screen 
all of the stations to see whether it was a permanent station, whether 
the number of personnel was going to increase or decrease. In other 
words, it might be, if the place was being radically reduced, that they 
could handle it although it was a violation of law at these installations, 
Each of these has been heard in detail by the Board of which I was 
senior member, and the Board of the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. OstertacG. Right along that line, if you do the planning for 
these projects, will this $15,149,000 include funds for planning? 

Admiral Cirarkx. The Bureau of Yards and Docks do that out of 
their own planning money. 

Mr. Ostertaa. This budget request is for $15,149,000. Would you 
say that this amount will complete the task of pollution abatement 
here in the United States insofar as the Navy is concerned? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir; it will not. 

Mr. Ostrertaa. Are there other locations that are in dire need of 
pollution control? 

Admiral CuarKx. Not dire need. We put all of the dire needs in 
this year. If it was a borderline case, or a case where we could say 
the future construction was definitely going to require it far into the 
future, we deferred it; because we did not think we could afford to 
incur the expense. But the ones we could see were going to be built up 
in the near future, like the Beaufort Marine Corps Air Station, where 
people are definitely going to be phased in there this year, then we 
asked for it. 

Mr. OstertTAG. Under your estimated future appropriation require- 
ments you list $4,385,000. Is that intended to mean the projects 
that are not considered urgent, or does that mean funds to complete 
this job? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Ostertag, that includes provision of sewage 
disposal, or sewage treatment—whichever term you wish to use— 
facilities at 8 stations in addition to these 24. We feel after those 
eight stations have been programed the program will be complete. 

Now the eight stations that have been put forward for future work, 
in many cases—take the Naval Shipyard at Brooklyn, N. Y., there 
is pollution of the waters there presently, not by our own choosing, 
but we add to that pollution: we felt because the waters of the Eas! 
River, and so forth, are polluted anyway, it could be deferred. Ow 
program is that much further in the future. So you have eight sta- 
tions which we estimate will cost $4,385,000 to wipe out our entire 
program. 

Mr. Ostrertac. Did the Interstate Sanitation Commission work 
with you on the problem involving the Navy’s pollution of the East 
River? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir; they did. 
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Mr. OstERTAG. One more question, and this has to do with these 
projects: Do you have any situations where a combination or joint 
project with, let us say, a municipality or adjacent industries, would 
be the feasible means of pollution control? How do you deal with a 
problem of that kind? 

Admiral Perry. Let us take the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 
Of course, that is some years old. What we did there, instead of build- 
ing our Own sewage treatment plant, we actually provided funds to the 
municipality of Annapolis, Md., to aid them in the construction of a 
sewage treatment ‘plant and we had an agreement with them whereby 
it would be of such a size and such character that it would take all 
of the sewage from the Naval Academy and we would pay them so 
much per thousand gallons for sewage we dumped in there. We have 
meters on the line that tie in from the Naval Academy into the main 
going through Annapolis and into the sewage treatment plant. I used 
that as an example to show you that in any of our plans, if it is feasible 
to go in and use facilities of the local community, or help them expand 
their facilities, we will do so. 

Mr. OstEertaG. In all cases, I take it, in representing the Navy and 
the United States Government, you see that these joint propositions 
and negotiations are reasonable? By virtue of the fact you are repre- 
senting the National Government is no reason why the Federal Gov- 
ernment or the Navy should pay an unfair portion of the cost and 
assume a greater degree of responsibility than normally belonged to 
the Federal Government. 

Admiral Perry. In any case we make an economic study of the 
case in question to determine whether it is more economical for the 
Federal Government to put up its own sewage treatment plant, or 
whether you can save money by going to a joint use of a plant of the 
municipality or political area which adjoins it. 

Mr. OstrertaaG. In appropriating this $15 million plus, do you have 
complete jurisdiction and authority to enter into any kind of agree- 
ment you find to be feasible, practical, and proper? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir, we do. 

Mr. OstertaG. In other words, you have unlimited authority to 
negotiate and enter into agreements with municipalities, private 
corporations, and others, to achieve the purpose indicated here? 

Admiral Perry. When I say ‘“‘we,’’ I refer to the Secretary of the 
Navy, of course. He does possess that authority. 


Various LocaTlons—ContTINENTAL AND OVERSEAS 
CORRECTION OF DEFICIENCIES 


Mr. SHEepparD. Pick up the next item entitled “Various locations 
continental and overseas. Correction of deficiencies,’ wherein you 
are asking for $6 million. 

[ would like to have a definition of your ‘correction of deficiencies”’ 
before you go into the explanation. 

Admiral CLarK. These are funds for the restoration or replacement 
of facilities damaged or destroyed, continental and overseas. This 
item is “insurance” to take care of damage to Naval and Marine 
Corps facilities caused by periodic typhoons, and tidal waves in the 
Pacific, earthquakes, conflagrations, and so forth. 


64997—55——23 
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Mr. SHepparD. How many projects are involved? 

Admiral CLtarx. We won’t know until we see how many typhoons 
we have. We used up last year’s money for the State of Massa- 
chusetts tornado and Hurricane Hazel. 

Mr. SHepparD. This, ten, is not for already established require- 
ments, but is for contemplated requirements? 

Admiral Criark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuepprarD. In other words, this $6 million is the anticipated 
expenditure due to the elements, and so forth? 

Admiral Ciarx. That is right. 

Mr. SHepparp. How much was appropriated last year for this 
same purpose? 

Admiral Ciarx. Two and a half million. 

Mr. SHepparp. And how much has been expended or allocated? 

Admiral Ciark. That is a continuing fund. It was added to the 
funds previously on hand which we get from the Chief of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks. I am sure we used more than the two and a 
half million last year. 

Mr. SHepparpD. What we are trying to establish here is what you 
received last year and what additional funds you had when you got 
the new money that were unobligated and unexpended. 

Admiral Crarx. Admiral Perry will give you that information. 

Mr. SHepparp. Answer the question as to the money first. 

Admiral Perry. Last year we received $2.5 million. 

Mr. SHepparD. How much of a carryover, unexpended and un- 
obligated, and so forth, free money, was added to that $2.5 million? 

Admiral Perry. Then we added the $2.5 million to that. 

Mr. WiecieswortH. What was the carryover? 

Admiral Perry. I will have to supply that for the record. The 
sheet I have before me does not give that. 

Mr. WiaGcLeswortH. Surely somebody must know how much you 
had available in 1955; otherwise you would not be in here asking for 
$6 million. é 

Admiral Perry. The uncommitted balance before the last Congress 
was absolutely zero. 

Mr. SHepparD. In other words, you started the last fiscal year 
with an appropriation of $2.5 million. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. How much of that $2.5 million has been expended 
as of the latest date, or allocated? 

Admiral Perry. We have presently uncommitted, and this is as of 
Apri! 1, $9,148. 

Mr. SHepparp. Will you put in a list of the allocations made in the 
last fiscal year, please? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

(The list is as follows:) 
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Admiral Cuark. I wonder if you were using both continental and 
overseas, Admiral Perry? Last year, as I remember, it was broken 
down into two requests, one for continental and one for overseas. 

Mr. SHepparp. My question was directed to a combination of 
continental and overseas, in order to bring the two figures on a 
comparable basis of understanding. And, if you find the answer 
you have given as to your balance is in error, correct the record when 
it comes down to you; because I am addressing myself to both con- 
tinental and overseas. 

Admiral Perry. The balance for both of them combined is $9,148. 

Mr. SHepparp. Are there any questions? 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Wiccieswortn. If I understand what you have said, you 
had $4 million available in the two funds for fiscal 1955; is that 
correct? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wiaeieswortn. And of that $4 million, $9,148 was 
unobligated as of April 1, 1955. 

Admiral Perry. Uncommitted. 

Mr. WiceLteswortH. How much was obligated? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Wigglesworth, I am not a bookkeeper. The 
bookkeeper uses different terms. In other words, until the money is 
actually under contract, it is not an obligation according to the book- 
keeper; but when I allot money to a station to correct a deficiency 
such as that caused by Hurricanes Carol and Hazel, it is automatically 
taken off of my books; so the money remaining on my books is $9,148. 

Mr. WicGieswortn. I wish you would also supply for the record 
the figure for the unobligated balance as of the latest date you can 
furnish. 

Admiral Perry. We can do that. 

(The information furnished is as follows: ) 

The unobligated balance in the “Correction of deficiencies,’’ is $1,068,000 
(approximately) as of May 31, 1955. 

Mr. WiaeteswortH. The funds made available for this purpose 
lapse with the fiscal year, do they not? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. 

Mr. WiecteswortH. They are no-year funds. 

Admiral Perry. They are no-year funds. Any remaining balance 
is added to whatever is appropriated by the present Congress. 

Mr. OsrrertaG. Do you have available the record which shows the 
accumulated funds? 

Admiral CLark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Osrrertag. What is that amount? 

Admiral Cuark. I do not have that here. 

Admiral Perry. Beginning with the 80th Congress, you have 
appropriated for both continental and overseas combined $15,250,000. 

Admiral CLrarx. And from that you have remaining a balance of 
$9,148 uncommitted. 

Mr. Anprews. Admiral, this money is figured on a pay-as-you-go 
basis. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. ANprREws. You do not spend it until the damage is done; you 
do not make any future contracts; you just try to restore the damage 
that occurs overnight so to speak? 
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Admiral Perry. Mr. Wigglesworth, in many cases we defer repair- 
ing, let us say, fire damage because we cannot foresee what might 
happen in the last 6 months of the year and it we spent all of the money 
the first 6 months and have another Hurricane Hazel, or something 
like that, we would have absolutely no money to take care of absolutely 
urgent requirements. So we tend to mother the iund, shall I say, until 
toward the end of the year and do only the essential work, whether 
the damage be caused by fire, tornado, hurricane, or what. 

Mr. Anprews. This fund is comparable to a petty cash advance. 

Admiral Perry. Some of this tunc; that is correct 

Mr. OstertaG. I want to make sure I have it clear. From the 
beginning in the year 1948, did you say? 

Admiral Perry. The 80th Congress. 

Mr. OstertaGc. From the beginning of the 80th Congress, some 
$15 million has been appropriated for this type of contingency? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. OstertaGc. Of which you have obligated or spent practically 
all of it but $9,000? 

Admiral Perry. $9,148; yes, sir. 

Mr. OstrertaG. Therefore, there is no balance and this would be 
new money to meet new contingencies? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparD. What happens when you have to go into your 
maintenance money, as against money that would be logically classified 
for expenditure for the purposes we have presently reviewed? It 
would be an emergency, I assume, wherein you would use maintenance 
money; but somewhere along the line there is a line of demarcation. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparb. The point I have in mind is the fact we have been 
rather conservative in your maintenance money. I am speaking 
about Congress over the period of time that I have been associated 
with it. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. And if you find a situation beyond your control, to 
the degree you have to use maintenance money, is that money repaid 
from this emergency fund into the maintenance fund, or is it not? 
What I am getting at is, does the maintenance capability under 
appropriations that are granted become a deficiency situation because 
money is expended for an emergency purpose? 

Admiral Perry. I can only speak with respect to one appropria- 
tion, and that is the appropriation “Civil engineering, Navy,’’ because 
that is the only appropriation with which I deal. That appropriation 
is in general not used for a majority of the stations throughout either 
the United States or overseas. In other w ords, I can only speak—— 

Mr. SHepparp. From the Yards and Docks point of view. 

Admiral Perry. In a very narrow field. And we make no attempt 
to reimburse the appropriation ‘Civil engineering, Navy,’’ which is 
used for maintenance purposes, if some of those funds are used of 
necessity for “correction of deficiencies.” 

Mr. SHepparD. I am addressing my next comment to the Comp- 
troller of the Navy and I will ask you, Admiral Smith, to provide a 
statement in the record at this point showing to what degree, if any, 
the services of the Navy have expended their maintenance fund to 
cover what is here expressed as emergency fund requirements. 
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Admiral Samira. I will provide that for the committee. 

Mr. Suepparp. And if they have expended those funds, has the 
maintenance fund been reimbursed by the emergency fund? 

Admiral Smirx. I can state that definitely now, sir. They are not 
transferable. If maintenance funds are used, they are not reim- 
bursed from the public works emergency fund. 

Mr. SuepparD. In other words, then, the committee of Congress 
is not kept conversant with the literal expenditure of the maintenance 
funds, are they? I am not criticizing the necessity of using funds in 
emergencies; but, if that fund is not reimbursed, then obviously the 
maintenance fund that is allocated by appropriations of Congress has 
a deficiency some place in it if any portion of the maintenance fund 
is picked up and applied to the emergency appropriation. 

Admiral Smirx. To the degree maintenance funds have been used, 
that is true. 

Mr. SHepparp. I would like to have a complete report as to how 
much and when that has occurred in the past 2 fiscal years, from all 
Departments of the Navy. 

Admiral Smiru. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested is being supplied to the committee.) 


Various LocaTIons—ADVANCE PLANNING 


Mr. Suepparp. If there are no further questions, we will proceed 
to the next item which is entitled ‘Various Locations—Advance 
Planning,” wherein by Public Law 155 of the 82d Congress you were 
authorized and are asking for $15 million. 

I would like an explanation for the requirements of advance planning 
and upon what premise the total amount of $15 million was arrived at 
and what period did you use to estimate the figure of $15 million. 

Admiral Perry. As has been explained in previous testimony, the 
preparation of advance plans or the performance of advance planning 
on any project will run anywhere from one-half percent to 1 percent. 
In some cases it might even exceed 1 percent if you had an extensive 
field investigation to make; but three-quarters of a percent is a good 
average figure for an example. 

If we are to come before you gentlemen with proper advance planning 
of a program of $200 million or $400 million, you can see we would 
require three-quarters of 1 percent, at least, to properly prepare the 
advance planning for that program. Now if we take three-quarters 
of 1 percent, let us say, of $400 million—and in this particular vear it 
was much more than that—you can see you would get $3 million. 

I have explained to you gentlemen, I think, that if we are not to 
carry over tremendous amounts of money at the end of the fiscal year, 
we must do a certain amount of detailed plans and specifications for 
projects which you have under consideration ahead of the appropria- 
tion, or we would lose at least 6 to 8 months in the fiscal year in which 
we have no chance to obligate any money. 

We need at least $3 million to $4 million for the strictly advance 
planning and that is what you see written in here. We need the rest 
of it to prepare the detailed plans and specifications so that we can 
carry out, I think, the intent of Congress and get this money obli- 
gated on time. 
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Mr. SuepparD. I think that is quite true and I think your explana- 
tion is compatible with what you have said heretofore. I do believe, 
however, in your presentation as in the printed document, it would 
not have been completely explanatory because here it is confined 
strictly to advance planning in a total of $15 million. At least, that 
is the way it is expressed here. And I do not contemplate you will 
utilize the entire $15 million exclusively for advance planning. Am 
| wrong in my concept? 

Admiral Perry. No, sir. If you will note, in that statement it 
says: “Adequate funds are required to provide schematics and esti- 
mates for projects to be submitted in future public-works programs, 
and in some cases to provide contract drawings and specifications.” 
I did not go into the details, or the detail was not gone into when this 
thing was written that I have given you in my short dissertation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The thing that prompted my interrogation, of 
course, is not only what has been said by yourself, but I quote from a 
par’ agraph in Secretary Fogler’s statement that “In 1956 we are 
requesting $15 million for advance planning. This sum will permit 
us to advance plan a somewhat larger program for 1957; to develop 
final plans and specifications for the most urgent long-lead- time 
projects in the 1957 program; and to begin preliminary engineering and 
evaluation of projects which will be proposed as part of the 1958 
program. I particularly urge your favorable consideration for this 
item.” 

In other words his statement is all inclusive as to the complete 
planning aspect; yet your justifications appear to deal purely with the 
advance planning category, which is likely to lead to confusion. 

When you set up a detail of that character, it would seem to me you 
should be very careful to state it is to carry out advance planning and 
the other aspect of expenditures reflected under advance planning in 
this instance of $15 million. 

Admiral Perry. I think your point is well taken. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Purely as a matter of definition, it would be helpful 
in considering these things and obviate a lot of lost time and energy 
in bringing those subjects out. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is called to my attention that Public Law 155 
of the 82d Congress is the authority for this. I do not have that law 
before me at the moment, but that law authorizes a continuing process, 
I assume. 

Admiral Perry. It does; yes, sir. And that law does not limit the 
use of these funds; the authorization itself does not limit these funds 
to strictly advance planning funds. 

Mr. SHepparp. What does the act say, in effect? Do you have it 
before you? 

Admiral Perry. I do not have it before me at the moment. 

Mr. SHepparp. While you are looking that up, I am very much 
sold on the procedure of having adequate advance plans and having 
detailed plans at the time you go to contract. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suepparp. Because that places you, as a contracting official, 
in & precarious position if you do not have that advance planning. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 





360 


Mr. SHEepparp. I realize under the impact of the wartime situation 
so many things had to be done “yesterday” as it were, that much of 
the refined details could not be accomplished. I appreciate that. 
But under existing circumstances the time element, I think, permits 
pretty much of a detailed operation, comparatively speaking; does 
it not? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir, it does. 

Mr. SHepparp. And that leaves you in a much better and more 
advantageous position than to have to operate under the pressure 
you had to heretofore; is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. SHepparp. And in fact, in the long run, it is a money-saving 
device for the benefit of the taxpayers as well; is not that true? 

Admiral Prrry. I feel it is and I feel that we come before you 
much better prepared to give you detailed information. 

You know, I have lived with this particular proposition for many 
years and while we have had in the past guidelines for the cost of 

uildings, they were purely guidelines and we might be off 50 percent, 
sometimes, one way or the other when we used them, and we would 
give a distorted picture to you in our estimates, when we came up be- 
fore this committee, as to the cost of an individual project. 

Mr. SHepparD. Do you have Public Law 155 before you now? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. Section 504 reads: 

There are hereby authorized to be appropriated funds for advance planning, 
construction design, and architectural services in connection with public-works 
projects which are not otherwise authorized by law in such amounts as may be 
provided in the appropriation act concerned. Such sums as are appropriated 
shall remain available until expended when specifically provided in the appro- 
priation act. 

Mr. SHEepparD. Very well. 

Questions on this item? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. Wiacieswortu. This request, as I understand it, is entirely 
with respect to fiscal year 1957 projects. Is that correct? 

Admiral Perry. It could be also for 1958 and possibly even for 1959. 

Mr. WiaGieswortu. For projects after 1956? 

Admiral Perry. For projects after 1956; yes, sir. 

Mr. WicGLeswortH. On what assumed program was this based? 

Admiral Perry. Well, we can take this fact: That if we have a 
$200 million program 

Mr. Wiacieswortu. I am asking on what assumption the request 
is made, what assumed program. 

Admiral Perry. I was going to explain that to you, Mr. Wiggles- 
worth. 

Mr. WiacieswortnH. Well, it is a very simple question. You can 
give me the dollars and cents, I think, without elaborating in detail. 

Admiral Perry. We would have $3 million in this fund strictly for 
advance planning. 

Mr. Wiaeieswortu. Ou the basis of what size of program? 

Admiral Perry. On the basis of a $400 million program, Mr. 
Wigglesworth. 
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Mr. WieeLeswortu. $400 million? 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WiaeGLEesworrnH. 1 percent of that is $4 million, and three- 
quarters of 1 percent is $3 million. 

Admiral Perry. That is correct. 

Mr. WiaeLeswortH. How do you arrive at the figure of $15 million, 
which I assume is for detailed planning, on the assumption you have 
just given me? 

Admiral Perry. On the basis of a $400 million program we would 
require for detailed plans and specifications a minimum of $20 million. 

We have asked in this particular request for $12 million to apply 
against a possible $20 million needed. In other words, we would be 
able to prepare detailed plans and specifications on 60 percent of the 
projects of the $400 million worth of projects. 

Mr. WieeieswortsH. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. OstertaG. No questions. 


Various Locations (Navy AND MARINE Corps) 


REHABILITATION OF EXISTING HOUSING 


Mr. SHEPPARD. We will pick up the next item, ‘‘Various locations, 
Navy and Marine Corps, rehabilitation of existing housing,’ under 
Public Law 765, 83d Congress. You are asking for $1,218,300. This 
is reflected on page CFH 11-1 of your justifications. Proceed with 
your presentation, please. 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, under existing law it is mandatory 


that all military personnel forfeit their quarters allowance in full when 
occupying public quarters irrespective of any inadequacy or degree of 
inadequacy. 

While this condition exists within the continental United States, in 
overseas areas this inequity is especially prevalent and harmful to 
morale because of the limited appropriations in the past to improve 
these existing substandard quarters. This project is required to pro- 
vide funds to rehabilitate 487 substandard quarters to make them 
more livable—although they will still be deficient in floor area—and to 
bring them more in line with the standard quarters, thereby raising 
the morale of the occupants. 

Mr. SHepparD. What will be the result if you do not get this 
rehabilitation money for these properties? 

Admiral Perry. We do not have sufficient funds, Mr. Chairman, 
to properly maintain the houses which we have as quarters. There- 
fore, we cannot use those funds to do anything with these 487 except 
to keep them in status quo. 

If the money is not given to try to rehabilitate them, they will 
still be occupied, and the individual tenant will still be checked for 
his quarters allowance. 

However, I personally think it is unfair for the Government to 
give a man a certain rental allowance and then to give him, let us 
say, & pigpen to live in and take away his rental allowance. That is 
what the circumstances are with respect to these 487 quarters. 

Mr. SHepparp. What association would this request have with 
previous maintenance money, if any? 
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Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, I think that this request is a sup- 
plemental request to maintenance funds. 

Mr. SHepparp. Your answer in my opinion is 100 percent correct. 
In other words, over the period of time, if there had been adequate 
amount of maintenance money available, many of these rehabilitation 
units which are presently considered as part of the $1,218,000-plus 
request would not have been in here. Is that right? 

Admiral Perry. I agree with the chairman 100 percent. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on the item? 

Mr. Anprews. What types of houses are these, Admiral? 

‘ Admiral Perry. All types, Mr. Andrews. Some might be homoja 
uts. 

Mr. SHepparp. Corrugated iron? 

Admiral Perry. Corrugated iron; yes. 

Mr. Anprews. I notice your unit cost is $2,500 for repairs. 

Admiral Perry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANpDrREws. Can you do a good job with that amount of money? 

Admiral Perry. The selected units of which I speak are presently 
in a bad state of repair. We cannot increase the area, but certainly 
we can brighten up the exteriors, repair the plumbing, and in general 
make them more livable than they are at the present time. 

Mr. Anprews. That is all. 

Mr. Suepparp. And put in some new bases in your showers, for 
example? 

Admiral Perry. We would need those; yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparp. I observe you do in many instances. 

Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WieeieswortH. No questions. 

Mr. Suepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Osrertac. No questions. 


Yarps AND Docks Facriit1gs—OveERsEAS 
Firreenta Nava. District, CANAL ZONE 


Mr. SHepparp. Your next item is in volume 3 of your justifica- 
tions, the latter part of the book, under title of ““Yards and docks 
facilities—overseas,’’ and the first item reflected is the 15th Naval 
District, Canal Zone, wherein the total request is for $3,069,000, 
comprising conversion of electrical power system in the amount of 
$2,529,000, and your family housing for 40 enlisted men, $540,000. 

I note at this installation the plant value is not applicable; funded 
construction not in plant value is not applicable; the proposed 1956 
authorization, $2,529,000; the proposed 1956 appropriation, $2,529,- 
000; and the estimated future appropriation required, $3,321,000. 

Present your justification for the item. 

Admiral Cuiarx. The first item is to provide the first increment of 
conversion of the Navy electric installations and equipment from 25- 
cycle to 60-cycle simultaneously with its supplier, which is the Panama 

anal Company. Replacement or conversion of all Navy 25-cycle 
frequency sensitive equipment to 60-cycle except certain inactive 
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equipment will be required as scheduled below, and I will list it, be- 
cause only 60-cycle current will be available after the dates listed. 

In the first nmcrement we are supposed to finish by April 1, 1956. 
The second increment we will finish in January of 1958 to April 1, 1958. 
The Panama Canal Company actually is undertaking this now, sir. 
The Air Force has converted. The Army is converting with the Navy. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. In other words, this is a combination of enlargement 
because of load requirement? 

Admiral Crark. It is not only load requirements. All of the 
modern equipment produced now in the United States is 60-cycle 
equipment, so we cannot take anything produced in the United States 
down to the Canal Zone without an extensive conversion job before it 
goes there, such things as X-ray machines, auxiliary generator stations, 
all of the fans, iceboxes, everything else. 

As I said we will not convert some of our cranes which are not 
needed immediately but which we would need on mobilization. We 
have figured out a time schedule so in case of mobilization we can go 
ahead with that part of it. 

Mr. SHepparD. With reference to the family housing requirement, 
wherein you ask $540,000, explain that. 

Admiral CLtark. This is to reimburse the Panama Canal Company 
for twelve 2-family and four 4-family dwellings, a total of 40 quarters, 
occupied since 1942 by Navy personnel under license from the Panama 
Canal Company and on land bemg acquired from the Company. 

If the Panama Canal Company and the Army have confirmed the 
essentiality of the Navy remaining on this property and the Canal 
Company has demanded return of the quarters or payment if not 
purchased, 40 families will be dispossessed. No other quarters are 
available. 

Mr. SHepparD. Aside from payment to the Panama Canal you 
want $75,000 to rehabilitate the quarters and bring them up to the 
minimum required by Navy standards? 

Admiral Ciark. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHepparD. What is the engineering feature of this? 

Admiral Perry. Conversion of the electrical power systems ad- 
vance planning was performed by Gibbs & Hill, Inc., of New York 
City. They made the engineering study and actually are proceeding 
with the overall A. and E. plans, and we have paid them $195,000 for 
the entire job. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. oe on the item? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 

Mr. Sueprarp. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. Wiaeieswortu.No questions. 

Mr. SHepparD. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostrertac. No questions. 


Pusiic Wor«s CEenter—GuUAM 


Mr. SuepparpD. The next item we will pick up is the Public Works 
Center at Guam, wherein you request a total appropriation of $940,000 
to replace two bridges in the Marianas. 
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I note at this installation the plant value is $43,426,957; funded 
construction not in plant value is not applicable; existing unfunded 
authorization is not applicable; proposed 1956 authorization is 
$940,000; proposed 1956 appropriation is $940,000; the estimated 
future appropriation required is $28,322,000. 

Proceed with the justifications, gentlemen. 

Admiral Cuarx. There are two bridges, sir, a Fonte River Bridge, 
and Masso River Bridge, both wooden bridges constructed during 
the war, and they have deteriorated to a point where they are unsafe 
to carry loads oe must pass over them so that bridges now must 
be replaced with permanent structures to permit uninterrupted 
movement of military and construction equipment. 

Mr. Suepparp. Will these be of wood again? 

Admiral Prerry. No, sir; the Fonte River Bridge will consist of 
two 40-foot-span reinforced concrete girder bridges supported on 
concrete abutments and piers. 

The Masso River Bridge will be reinforced concrete with 35-foot 
span on concrete abutments. 

Mr. SHepprarp. How about the engineering? 

Admiral Perry. The engineering for this was done by the area 
public works office, Guam-Marianas Islands. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions on the item, gentlemen? 

Mr. Anprews. No questions. 

Mr. SHepparp. Mr. Wigglesworth? 

Mr. WicGLeswortH. What is the basis of these estimated costs? 

Admiral Perry. Estimates were prepared, as I say, by the area 
public works office, Guam-Marianas Islands. 

Mr. WicGLeswortH. Who will do the work? 

Admiral Perry. Private contractors will do the work. 

Mr. Wicc.Leswortu. After competitive bidding? 

Admiral Perry. After competitive bidding; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wiceieswortu. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SuHepparp. Mr. Ostertag? 

Mr. Ostertac. These bridges are.on Government property, are 
they not? 

Admiral Perry. United States Government property and this will 
be done by agreement between the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The responsibility for roads on Guam was divided as follows: 

Wholly maintained by Navy 37 miles; maintained by Navy- 
Government of Guam, where 20 percent of the cost is contributed by 
Guam, 69.2 miles; maintained by Navy cross service agreement with 
the Air Force, 19.8 miles; maintained by the Government of Guam 
solely, 48.2 miles. That is the agreement. 

Mr. OstertTAG. I not in your justification that it calls for Filipino 
stevedores to replace contract employees. 

What is the significance of that? Has that anything to do with 
this work? 

Admiral Perry. That has nothing to do with this work at all. 
They were explaining the personnel figures on the island of Guam. 

Mr. OstertTaG. Which has to do with personnel? 
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Admiral Perry. Yes. Those people come under the Bureau of 
Supplies and Accounts. I have nothing whatever to do with them. 
Mr. Osrrertag. That is all, 


Various Locations, REPLACEMENT OF OverRsEAS HovusING 


Mr. SHEPPARD. The next item, gentlemen, is ‘Various locations, 
replacement. of overseas housing.’”’ You are asking for $2,200,000. 
This is reflected on page OS 11-3 of the justifications. 

| note that the existing unfunded authorization is $3,200,000, 
proposed 1956 authorization is zero, the proposed 1956 appropriation 
is $2,200,000 and the estimated future appropriations required is $1 
million. Please make your presentation. 

Admiral Cuarx. The replacement of 380 substandard housing units 
on Guam and the replacement of 60 substandard housing units in the 
Philippines is required as part of a continuing program authorized in 
Public Law 534 of the 82d Congress. 

Mr. SHepparp. What is the engineering feature connected with 
this, Admiral? 

Admiral Perry. Mr. Chairman, all of these replacement housing 
units—and we have had quite a program in this respect during the 
past 3 or 4 years—were designed in the Office of the Director of the 
Pacific Division of the Bureau of Yards and Docks 

You will note that the unit cost for each one of these houses is only 
$5,000. That $5,000 represents cost of materials only, since the 
houses themselves are built by construction battalion forces. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Questions, gentlemen? 

(No response.) 

Mr. SHepparp. All right, gentlemen. 


Apsustep BupGet Estimate 


Admiral Smith, you have a statement you wish to make and you 
also have an important luncheon engagement. You make your 
statement and we will excuse you if we have to proceed further. 

(Discussion held off the record.) 

Admiral SmiraH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 


STATEMENT CONCERNING HOUSE DOCUMENT 210 


Mr. Chairman, the appropriations hearings on Public Works, Navy, 
were commenced prior to the transmission of the proposed supple- 
mental appropriation to the Congress. 

At that time the Secretary of Defense had forwarded the approved 
estimates to the Bureau of the Budget. Accordingly, the testimony 
given to the Appropriations Committee by Department of Defense 
officials has been based on their approved estimates, which allocated 
$530,345,000 new obligational authority to Public Works, Navy. 

Subsequently, on July 1, 1955, the President transmitted his 
proposed supplemental appropriation for the Department of Defense, 
which included $528,550,000 new obligation for the ‘“‘Public Works, 
Navy.” This is a reduction of $1,795,000 from the earlier request 
made before this committee by the Navy. 
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It is requested that the committee consider requests made by Nayy 
Department representatives to be hereby altered to be consistent 
with the Presidential proposal; namely, $528,550,000 in new 
obligational authority. 

Mr. Sueprarp. Thank you, Admiral Smith. 

We have before us a supplemental bill which we recently received, 
House Document 210, dated July 1, 1955. 

I call your attention to the public works paragraph, “Military 
construction, Navy,’ wherein there is additional language incor- 
porated. 

What is the effect of that language as you interpret it and as 
presented in this supplement? 

Is there any significance connected with it? 

Admiral Smiru. I have a statement concerning the language 
changes which I wish to submit for the record at this point. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


EXPLANATION OF LANGUAGE CHANGES 


I. An additional amount for acquisition: This is included to be consistent with 
the language for ‘Military construction, Army” and “Military construction, 
Air Force.” 

II. The act of August 7, 1953 (Public Law 209): This public law is the Public 
Works Authorization Act of 1954 and should be included in the language in order 
to permit the use of 1956 appropriations to fund projects authorized in the 1954 
program. 

II. The act of September 1, 1954 (Public Law 765): This public law is the 
Family Housing Authorization Act of 1955 and its inclusion is necessary in order 
to permit the use of funds appropriated in the 1956 family housing authorized in 
1955. 

IV. And the act of ————, 1955 (Public Law ———): This language refers to 
the fiscal year 1956 military construction and public works authorization bill not 
yet passed by Congress and its inclusion is necessary in order to fund the projects 
included in that act. 

V. Without regard to sections 1136 and 3734, Revised Statues, as amended: 
Section 1136 requires that detailed plans, specifications, and estimates of barracks, 
quarters, and other structures be submitted to Congress and that the title for the 
land be certified by the Attorney General of the United States prior to expending 
public money. Section 3734 limits the cost on payment for sites to the specific 
amount stated in the appropriation and further provides that plans for public 
building be approved by G GBA. Exemption from the provisions of these two 
sections are necessary in order that the public works program may be executed 
expeditiously. The Civil Engineering Corps of the United States Navy has the 
capability of protecting the Government’s interest in the event that the Navy 
Department is exempted from the provisions of the aforementioned sections. 
These exemptions are also contained in past public works authorizations. 

VI. Hire of passenger motor vehicles: In the fiscal year 1955 the Department 
of Defense established a new policy concerning the utilization of passenger motor 
vehicles. The new policy is designed to reduce the inventory of passenger motor 
vehicle equipment within the Department of Defense. This reduction is being 
accomplished by accentuating the use of passenger vehicle pools, hire of passenger 
vehicles when it is considered to be more economical, and various other means of 
compensating Government personnel for travel performed while on official duty. 
This means that certain officers in charge of construction and certain district 
public works officers who have previously used Government vehicles in executing 
the public works program may not now have the vehicles available. 

Where the use of vehicles is related to the construction of public works projects 
the prudent use of construction money would require the hire of passenger vehicles 
during the construction period. The new language permits them to hire these 
vehicles. 

This is consistent with the express authority, heretofore granted to the Air 
Force and Army in previous vears. 





Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
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SHEPPARD. Any other questions, gentlemen? 
ANDREws. No questions. 

SHEPPARD. Mr. Wigglesworth? 
WIGGLEswortH. No. 

SHEPPARD. Mr. Ostertag? 

OsterTAG. No questions. 

SHEPPARD. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 


The hearings on military public works are hereby concluded. 


APPENDIX 


(The following analysis of 1955 program was supplied in response 
to request on p. 97:) 


64997—55—_24 
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Analysis of public works, Navy 





Current 
authori- 
zation 
as of 
June 30, 
1955 


Location and project title 


@ (2) 


| Appropriation availability 


Unobli- 
gated 
balance | 
as of 
May 31, 
1955 


Obligated| Expended 
as of as of 
May 31, | May 31, 
1955 1955 


Appro- 
priation, 
Public 
Law 663, 
84th 
Cong. 


(3) 


Prior 
year 
appro- 
priation 


Total 
appro- 
priation 


(4) (5) 





SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


NSY, Boston, Mass.: Replace- 
ment of pier 11. 


NSY, Charleston, S, C.: Com- 
pressed air facilities. 


555, 000 


NSY, Mare Island, Vallejo, 
Calif.: Acquisition of railroad 
facilities, including land. 

NMCS, Panama City, Fla.: 
Waterfront and _ technical 
facilities. 


225, 000 


1, 254, 000! 


NSY, San Francisco, Calif.: 
Crane tracks for drydock, 
and pipefitters shop. 





FLEET FACILITIES 


Moorehead City, N. C.: LST 
loading ramps, including 
land acquisition. 


NSB, New London, Conn.: 

W Ordnance facility. 

NMB, Charleston, 8S. C.: 
Land acquisition. 


476, 000 
158, 000 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


NAS, Alameda, Calif.: Air- 
craft maintenance and over- 
haul facilities. 


4, 463, 000 


Alice-Orange Grove area, 
Tex.: Operational facilities. 

NAS, Atlantic City, N. J.: 
Operational facilities and 
navigational aids. 


$92, 200) $3, 302, 800 


555, oe 0} 555,000) 255, 213 299, 787 


225,000 3, 300 2, 300 


221, 700 


| 
225, ol 0} 


0/$1, 254, 000] 1,254,000} 40,996) 30, 836) 1, 213, 004 


| | | | 
| | | 








| 
| 
71, 128] 1, 968, 907 


0} 2,091,000) 2,091,000) 122, 093) 
| 


476, 413 


2, 022, 612 











0} 151,000 
0 246, 000 











Date of award 


sept 


June 


Jan 


G0. s.cdunk 


Dec 


Oct 
(et 

June 
June 
sept 


sept 


May 


June 


June 


dept 


May 


OO. scacetl 


Sept 


Sept 
Sept 


Mar 


May 


May 
June 


Jan 


17, 1954 


17, 1955 
31, 1955 


—, 1954 


4, 1954 
26, 1954 
24, 1955 
30, 1955 
14, 1954 

. 16, 1954 

6, 1955 
14, 1955 
16, 1955 


14, 1954 
27, 1955 


. 14, 1954 


22, 1954 
22, 1955 

5, 1955 
31, 1955 
14, 1955 
17, 1955 





projects, 1956 fiscal year program 


Contract title 


| 
Detailed plans and _ specifica- 


tions for pier construction 
(A. and E.). 


Construction of pier 11 


Procure 10,000 c. f. m. compressor 


Procure 5,000 c. f. m. compressor- 


Appraisal 


Schematics of laboratory facili- | 


ties. 


Detailed plans and specifications | 


(A. and E.). 


Construction, waterfront facili- | 


ties. 
Construction, technical facilities 


Detailed plans and specifica- | 


tions, pipefitters shop. 
Detailed plans and _ specifica- 
tions for crane tracks. 


Relocate building No. 274......-- 


Construct pipefitters shop 


Construct crane tracks 


Detailed plans and specifica- 
tions (A. and E.). 
Construct loading ramp 


Dredging 


Detailed plans and specifica- 
tions (A. and E.). 


A. and E. for air turbine and | 


compressor building. 


A. and E. for electric and elec- | 


tronics overhaul building. 


Extension of engine accessories | 


shop building No. 66. 
Substation for building No. 66 
and air turbine building. 
Electric and electronics overhaul 
building. 
Air turbine and compresson 
building. 
A. and E. for control tower 


Project not yet advertised for 
bids. Planned bid date in 
August 1955. 


Contractor and address 


Boston, Mass. 
Merritt, Charman & 
New York, N. Y. 
Ingersoll-Rand Co., 
ham, Ala. 
Chicago Pneumatic Tool Co., 
| _ New York, N. Y. 
Franklin McLoren, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 


Scott, 


Rader Engineering Co., Miami, 
Fla. 
ya . 


Harder’s Construction Co., 
Panama City, Fla. 

Kenneth Fulghum 
tion Co., Pensacola, Fla. 

Myron C. Gould 
San Francisco, Calif. 

Indenco Engineers, Oakland, 
Calif. 

Engstrum & Nourse Co., San 
Francisco, Calif. 

J. Bettancourt & 
Bruno, Calif. 

M. & K. Corp., San Francisco, 
Calif. 


Co., San 


more, Md. 
Norfolk Dredging Co., Norfolk, 
V 


Conn. 


Kaiser Engineers, Oakland, 


San Francisco, Calif. 


Calif. 
Swinerton & Walberg, Oakland, 


Mitchell & Hunt, San Antonio, 
Tex. 





Pederson & Tilney, New Haven, 


Hayden, Harding & Buchanan, | 


Birming- | 


Construc- | 


Associates, | 


| 
| 


| L. E. Wooten & Co., Raleigh, | 
N.C 


| MeLean Contracting Co., Balti- | 


Fred J. Early Jr., Co., Ince., | 
Ets-Hokin & Galvan, Oakland, 


Percent 
com- 
plete 


Contract 
price 


(12) 


$97, 200; 
| 


3, 076, 588} 
171, 154] 
84, 059} 


| 
2, 300} 


4, 9s2| 
36, 042 
429, 778 
591, 280 
45, 540| 
45, 780) 
30, 773} 
781, 184 
691, 000} 
26, 000) 
396, 500 
48, 263 


101, 000 
210, 795 
69, 993 

2, 028, 000| 
627, 000 
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Analysis of public works, Navy projects 





Appropriation availability 


Current |—————_—_-__—_-—_—_——_- Unobili- 
authori- Obligated|Expended| ,22'd 
Appro- b 
Location and project title | 402 | pristion,| Prior asof | | as of anes 
as of Public year Total | May 31, | May 31, eed 
June 30, | raw 663,| appro- | ®PPro- 1955 1955 | “ay 3i, 
1955 Sith yetation priation 1955 
Cong. 


(1) 


AVIATION FACILITIES—con. 


MCAAS, Beaufort, 8. C.: Air- /$110,96,000}__....___- $10,497,025/$10,497,025| $324,125) $246, 396/$10,172,900 
craft maintenance facilities, ’ 
airfield pavements, adminis- 
trative and community facil- 
ities, open and covered stor- 
age and fuel storage facili- 
ties, utilities, security facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, 
personnel facilities, and land 
acquisition. 





NAS, Brunswick, Maine: Op- 
erational facilities, naviga- 
tional aids and utilities. 

NAS, Cecil Field, Fla.: Oper- 
ational facilities, covered 
storage facilities, ammuni- 
tion storage and ordnance 
facilities, navigational aids 
and utilities. 


NCAS, Cherry Point, N. C.: | 1,609, 000/$1, 609, 000 0} 1, 609, 000 52, 158 
Airfield pavements, fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, communi- 
cation facilities, navigational 
aids, utilities and land ac- 
quisition. 


NAS, Corpus Christi, Tex.: \ : 269, 000 
Fuel dispensing facilities 
and navigational aids. 

NAAS, Corry Field, Fla.: 2, 153, 000} 2, 153, 000 32, 244) 2, 105, 231 
Airfield pavements and air- | 
field lighting facilities. 

MCAS, El Toro, Calif.: Fuel | 1,675,000] 1, 275, 000 0} 1, 275, 000 71,704) 733, 616 
dispensing facilities, naviga- | 
tional aids, communication 
facilities, and utilities. 








1955 fiscal year program—Continued 


Date of award 


| Oct. 4, 1954 


| 


Oct. 5, 1954 
‘June 24, 1955 
June 28, 1955 
June 30, 1955 
ee 


a 


inDandeceees 


Sept. 24, 
Nov. 24, 
-do. . 


| Mar. 
| Mar. 


| Oct. 


June 27,1955 


| Sept. 9, 1954 
16, 1954 


21, 1954 


Dee. 
Dec, 


Apr. 25,1955 
28, 1955 


14,1955 


May 


June 





Contract title 


A.and E. for parking area, hang- 
ars and ammunition storage. 
Engineering services (station 

survey) and A. and E., for 
utilities systems. 
A. and E. for personnel, supply 
and administrative facilities. 
Construct parking apron 


Class C maintenance hangar, 
squadron hangars and ammu- 
nition storage. 

Personne] facilities_....._.....--- 

Supply, administrative and rec- 
reation facilities. 

Heating plant, distribution sys- 
tem, and fire pumphouse. 

Utilities, roads, railroad, etc 


Project not yet advertised for 
bids. Planned bid date in 
August 1955. 

A. and E. for supply facilities-._- 


Award of construction con- 
tracts for a supply building, 
utilities, and an oxygen service 
and test building are scheduled 
for award in the first quarter, 
fiscal year 1956. The visual 
omnidirectional range facility 
will be designed and constructed 
under the supervision of the 
CAA. 

A. and E. for fuel-dispensing facil- 
ities and addition to water 
plant. 

A. and E. for taxiway replacement. 

A. and E. for communications 
facilities. 


A. and E. for navigational aids. _|___- 


Land acquisition _ - 
Advertisement and award of 

construction contracts is planned 

in September 1955. 

Bids were received in excess of 
funds available, and were re- 
jected. New bids, based on 
revised specifications, are 
scheduled for July 1955. 


| Preparation plans and specifi- 


cations for improvements to 
landing field. 

Construction of improvements 
to landing field. 


A. and E. services for fuel-dis- 
pensing system. 

A. and E. services for communi- 
cations facilities. 

Fencing 

Fuel-dispensing system... ....--- 

I ia cared aie 


Communication facilities 





| 





tinea catia 


Contractor and address 


Lockwood & Green, Spartan- 
burg, 8. C. 
M. H. Connell, Miami, Fla 


Tapes & Baker, Charleston, 

Rea Construction Ce., Char- 
lotte, N. C. 

Henry C. Beck, Atlanta, Ga.__- 





J. A. Jones, Charlotte, N. C_--- 


Singleton & Sullivan, Arlington, 





Va. 
Boyle Construction Co., Sum- 
ter, 8, C 


Smith & Gillespie, Jacksonville, 
la. 


L. E. Wooten, Raleigh, N. C_.- 


H. M. Olsen, Wilmington, N. C 
B. O. Vannort, Charlotte, N. C- 


ia Sicttheags 2 


J. B. Converse & Co., Inc., | 

Mobile, Ala. 
Rea Construction Co., Char- | 
lotte, N. C 


M. A. Nishkian, Long Beach, | 


Calif. 

W. F. Mellin, San Bernardino, | 
Calif. 

Guardian Fence Co., 
Beach, Calif. 

R. E. Ziebarth and 8. B. Alper 
& Co., Torrence, Calif. 

Drury Electric Co., San Ber- 
nardino, Calif. 

Allison Honer Co., Santa Ana, 
Calif. 


Long 





Contract 
price | 


1, 730, 000] 
2, 856, 700 

489, 800 
1, 047, 000 
1, 044, 870 





I 


| 


22, 940} 


10, 000! 
2, 318) 


16, 000} 
900) 


| 
47, 469) 
| 


1, 483, 500) 


29, 835 


4, 972| 
7, 185) 
457, 000) 
41, 596 


149, 750 


Percent 
com- 
plete 


100 
100 
100 
0 
88 
0 
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Analysis of public works, Navy project; 





Location and project title 


(1) 


AVIATION FACILITIES—Con. 


NAAS, Fallon, Nev.: Opera- 
tional facilities, personnel 
Pe and medical facil- 
ties. 


NAS, Glenview, Ill.: Land 
acquisition, 


NAAS, Glynco, Ga.: Fuel 
storage facilities, communi- 
cation facilities, utilities, 
training equipment, and 
land acquisition. 


NAAS, Kingsville, Tex.: Nav- 
igational aids, fuel storage 
facilities, and utilities. 

NAF, Litchfield Park, Ariz.: 
Operation facilities, airfield 
pavements, aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities, communica- 
tion facilities, and land ac- 
quisition. 


NAAF, Mayport, Fla.: Land 
acquisition. 

NAS, Miramar, Calif.: Navi- 
gational aids, aircraft main- 
tenance facilities, and utili- 
ties. 


NAS, Moffett Field, Calif.: 
Navigational aids, fuel dis- 
pensing facilities, training 
facilities, and land acquisi- 
tion. 

MCAAS, Mojave, Calif.: 
Land acquisition. 

MCAF, New River, N. C.: 
Personnel facilities, main- 
Seema facilities, and util- 
ties. 


NAS, Norfolk, Va.: Training 
facilities. 








Current 


70, 000 


6, 531, 000 


666, 000 


1, 654, 000 





Appropriation availability 


Appro- 
priation, 
Public 
Law 663, 
84th 
Cong. 


(3) 


$5, 022, 498 


Prior 
year 
appro- 
priation 








1, 162, 502 


Total 
appro- 
priation 


(5) 





Obligated 
as of 
May 31, 
1955 


2, 200 


1, 349, 533 











| 
Unobli- 
| gated 
ee balance 
May 31, | , 25% 
1955 * | May 31, 


1955 


$109, 500 


35, 207 


1, 383, 831 


160, 000 


927, 643 





593, 900 





1955 fiscal year program—Continued 





| Percent 
} com 
plete 


Contractor and address | Contract 


Contract title |“ price | 


Date of award 


Nov. 3,1954 


June 30, 1955 


Apr. 15, 1955 


Sept. 13, 1954 


Bictucney 


Nov. 30, 1954 


. 29, 1954 
8, 1955 
27, 1955 
28, 1955 

. 16, 1954 


| June ¢ 


(11) 





A. and E. services for additional 
aviation facilities. 
Additional aviation facilities 


Departmental and congres- 
sional approval of acquisition of 
individual ownerships now in 

rocess. 

*lans and specifications for com- 
munications facility, utilities, 
and roads. 

Construction utilities and roads -- 


Procurement and installation of | -- 


equioment by BuShips and 
industry manager, 6N D. 

Construction, electrical distribu- 
tion system. 





A. and E. for airfield pavements | 


A. and E. for aircraft mainte- | 
nance and communication fa- | 
cilities. | 

A. and E. for control tower __- 
Advertisement and award of 

construction contracts scheduled 

for first quarter, fiscal year 1956. 
Submitted for approval of con- 

gressional committees. 

A. and E. for RATTC 


A.and E. for hangar and utilities, 
etc. 
Hangar and utilities, ete____._- 


A. and E. for high-speed apron | 
fueling system. 
High-speed apron fueling system. 


Departmental and congressional 
approvals in process. 

A. and E. for fiscal year 1955 | 
program. 

Utilities 

BOQ and mess 

Tactical vehicle maintenance 
facilities. 

Barracks 

A.and E. for EMT building and 
ASW shops. 

Soil borings 


EMT building and ASW shops_| 





Sverdrup & Parcel, Inc., San 


Francisco, Calif. 

C. H. Leavell & Co., El Paso 
and El Paso, Tex. and Utah 
Construction Co., San Fran- 
cisco, Calif 


Patechen & Zimmerman, Au- 


gusta, Ga. 


H. W. 
Ala. 


Peerson, Birmingham, 


Electric Construction Co., Cor- 
pus Christi, Tex. 


Johannessen & Girard, Phoenix, | 


Ariz. 
Lescher & Mahoney, 
Ariz. 


a 


Adrian Wilson, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 
Kistner, Wright & Wright, Los 


Angeles, Calif. 


M. H. Golden Construction Co., 


San Diego, Calif. 
Teyssier & 
Vista, Calif. 
Earl & Wright, San Francisco, 
Calif. 
Fred J. Early, Jr. Co., 
Francisco, Calif. 


Chula 


Teyssier, 


San 


J. N. Pease & Son, Charlotte, 
A.J. Jenkins & Son, Warsaw, 


T. A. Loving Co., Goldsboro, 


King, Hunter, Greensboro, N. C. 

T. A. Loving Co., Goldsboro, 
N.C. | 

Lublin, MecGaughy & Asso- | 


ciates, Norfolk, Va. 


Froehling & Robertson, Inc., | 


Richmond, Va. 
Thorington Construction Co., 
Inc., Norfolk, Va. 


Phoenix, | 








' 





16, 500 


103, 002! 


2, 338, 000} ........ 


239, 926 
18, 000 








Location and project title 


(2) 


AVIATION FACILITIES—Con. 


NAS, Oceana, Va.: Personnel 
facilities, community facil- 
ities, covered storage facil- 
ities, security facilities, 
navigational aids, utilities 
and aircraft maintenance 
facilities. 


NAS, Pensacola, Fla.: Navi- 
gational aids and construc- 
tion of outlying field, includ- 
ing avigation easements, and 
land acquisition. 


NAMTC, Point Mugu, Calif. 
(San N icolas Island): Test- 
ing facilities, administrative 
facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, security facilities and 
utilities. 

NAS, San Diego, Calif.: Oper- 
ational facilities and aircraft 
maintenance facilities. 


NAS, Corpus Christi, Tex. 
(Padre Island): Operational 
facilities. 

NAS, Whidbey Island, Wash.: 
Aircraft maintenance facil- 
ities, airfield pavements, 
communications facilities, 
navigational aids, and util- 
ities. 


Current 
authori- 





74 


Analysis of public works, Navy projects, 


Appropriation availability 


Total 
appro- 


priation priation 


(5) 


} 





1, 030, 000} 1, 030, 000 


816, 450} 816, 450 





bideie dss | 3, 797, 000} 3, 7OF, 008) 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
“loptieatea 


May. a1, 
1955 








Expended 
as of 
May 31, 








| 


Unobli- 
gated 


983, 949 


771, 020 


4, 685 


3, 410, 580 





1955 fiscal year program—Continued 


| Date of award 


Sept. 24, 1954 
Sept. 24, 1954 
Oct. 20,1954 


| Jan. 4,1955 


Jan. 5,1955 


Apr. 15,1955 
| June 8, 1955 


| June 23, 1955 


June 24,1955 
| June 27, 1955 


| June 30, 1955 
Oct. 26,1954 


Sept. 17,1954 


Oct. 20,1954 


| Sept. 13, 1954 
June 30, 1955 
Jan. 11,1955 


Sept. 14, 1954 


| Oct. 1,1954 





| Oct. 26,1954 


| May 17,1955 
June 29,1955 


Contract title 


A. and E. for aviation service 
facility. 

A.and E. for utilities, roads, and 
walks. 

A. and E. for auditorium and 
Navy exchange, fire station, | 
security facilities and barracks. 

Soil borings 


A. and E. for maintenance han- | 





gar. 
Underground duct for RATTC_| 


Security facilities_..............- 
Auditorium and Navy exchange 
Fire station 

Visual omnidirectional range-. _. 
Utilities, roads and walks 


Radar air traffic control center “if 


George 


A. and E. for construction of | 
OLF Western No. 1. 
Advertisement and award of | 

construction contract delayed | 

pending clearance of land item. 

Design and _ construction of 

visual omnidirectional range | 

facilities is being accomplished 
by the CAA. 

Plans and specifications for San | 
Nicolas Island facilities. | 
Bids received in June were in 

excess of funds available; various | 

alternates are under considera- 
tion now. 

A. and E. for extension to build- 
ing No. 379 for fuel accessories 
overhaul. 

A. and E, for seaplane beaching 
facility. 

Extension to building No. 379 
for fuel accessories overhaul. 

Gunnery targets and facilities... 


A. and E. for addition to heating 
plant. 


A. and E. for communication | 
and Nav-Aids facilities. 

A. and E. for design of hangar, 
airfield pavements and util- 
ities. 

Addition to heating plant_....._- 


Class ‘‘C” aircraft maintenance 
hangar, airfield pavement and 
utilities. 

Communications and Nav-Aids 
facilities. 





| Bay 


Contractor and address 


Groll, Beach & Associates, 
Washington, D.C. 

Hayes, Seay, Mattern & Mat- 
tern, Norfolk, Va. 

Clark, Buhr & Nexsen, Norfolk, 
Va. 


| Froehling & Robertson, Inc., 


Richmond, Va. 

Hayes, Seay, Mattern & Mat- 
tern, Norfolk, Va. 

Counties Contracting & Con- 
struction Co., Philadelphia, 


a. 
Carter-Hassel Construction Co., 
Inc., Norfolk, Va. 


| J. L. Coe Construction Co., 


Charlotte, N. C. 
Co., 


Inc., 
Construction 
Norfolk, Va. 


Ine., 


bee R. Houska Co., Inc., Norfolk, 
| J. L. Coe Construction Co., 


Ine., Charlotte, N.C. 

Van DeRiet Construction Co., 
Norfolk, Va. 

Blythe-Conner 
Norfolk, Va. 

J. B. Converse & Co., Mobile, 
Ala. 


Holmes & Narver, Inc., 


Angeles, Calif. 


Kistner, Wright & Wright, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 


Wilson & Wilson, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 


M. H. Golden Construction Co., 


San Diego, Calif. 


Burnett Construction Co., Cor- 


pus Christi, Tex. 


G. E. Wieland, Seattle, Wash_._} 


Beverly A. 
ciates, Seattle, Wash. 

John W. Maloney, 
Wash. 


Seattle, 


Fraser’s Boiler Service, 
Seattle, Wash. 


James I. Barner Construction | 


Co., Seattle, Wash. 


Hall-Atwater, 
Wash. 


Ine., Seattle, 





Co., 





Los } 


Travis and Asso- | 


Inc., 


Contract 


price 


$4, 000 
8, 400 


64, 583 


18, 000! 
75, 000| 
87, 000) 


37, 421 
625, 364! 
57,850 
22, 783} 
266, 0 
72, 300 

1, 988, 200 


82, 379| 


46, 051) 


16, 600! 
107, 820 


248, 000! 


2, 830, 800 


104, 150 


Percent 
com- 
plete 
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Analysis of public works, Navy projects, 


Appropriation availability ; 
Current |—-—— —;~ ——-- U aa 
:_ : gatec 
suthori | appro: | Obligated/Expended! inne 
as of || Priation,| Prior Total | May 31, | May 31, | ,25° 
‘ Public year May 31 
June 30, appro- 1955 1955 ae 
1955 | | Law 663, appro- | riation 1955 
84th priation 
Cong. 


(1) (2) (3) (4) (6) (8) 


Location and project title 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 





NSC, Cheatham Annex), 5 5 $211, 092 
Norfolk, Va.: Cold-storage 
facilities. 


NSC, Oakland, Calif.: Fire | 3,051, 000 2, 432, 872 618, 128 
protection facilities. 





MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


MCDS, Albany, Ga.: Secu- 892, 000 360, 000 
rity facilities and mainte- 
nance facilities. 


MB, Camp Lejeune, N. C.: 749, 000 749, 000 
Training facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and person- 
nel facilities. 

MCRD, Parris Island, S. C.: | 1,025, 000 1, 025, 000| 1, 025, 000 901, 341 
Utilities, cold-storage facil- 
ities, and training facilities. 


MCS, Quantico, Va.: Person- f ) 58! 379, 473 
nel facilities and community 
facilities. 





MCRD, San Diego, Calif.: 
Training facilities. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


NAD, Charleston, S. C.: | 252, 000 
Barricaded sidings. “a 
NPG, Dahlgren, Va.: Test- 212, 000 212, 000 196, 640 
ing facilities. 


NAD, Earle, N. J.: Land 
acquisition. 


NAD, Hawthorne, Nev.: Ord- 291, 400 
nance facilities. 


NOP, Indianapolis, Ind.: Re- , 1, 145, 000 
search and development 
facilities. 








NPF, Indian Head, Md.: 345, 000 345,000} 345, 000 
Utilities. 





1955 fiscal year program—Continued 


Date of award 


Sept. 


May 


Sept. 


Apr. 
May 


May 


Oct. 


15, 1954 


17, 1955 


16, 1954 


21, 1955 
13, 1955 


31, 1955 


June ¢ 


Mar. 


Apr. 


June é 


Mar. 


June 


do. 


24, 1955 
30, 1955 
1, 1954 
1, 1955 
28, 1955 
7, 1954 
2, 1955 


26, 1955 


t. 22, 1954 


1, 1954 


8, 1955 
15, 1954 


y 18, 1955 





Contract title 


A. and E. rehabilitation cold 
storage building No. 40, secs. 
B, C, and D. 

Replacement of roof structure 
and repairs to cold-storage 
building No. 40. 

A. and E. services for fire protec- 
tion facilities. 

Automatic sprinkler systems. _- 

Extension water supply and 
storage facilities. 

Construction of firewalls. 


A. and E. for maintenance shop--| 
Maintenance shop 
Temporary BOQ’s 


Convert warehouse to shop 
Combat training facilities 


A. and E. for cold-storage build- 
g. 
A. and E. for classrooms 


Extend steam lines to 3d battal- 
ion area. 
Cold-storage building 


A.and E. for NCO quarters and 
mess. 

A. and E. for chapel 

NCO quarters and mess 

A. and E, for 3 classroom build- 


gs. 
3 classroom buildings 


Barricaded sidings 


A. and E. bombproof and con- 
ditioning rooms. 

Bombproof and _ conditioning 
rooms. 

All ownerships not yet fully 
established; title search in proc- 
ess. Negotiations underway 
with established owners. 
A. and E. for extension to pro- 

jectile overhaul building. 

Advertisement and award of | 
construction contract is sched- 
uled for August 1955. 

A. and E, fire control develop- 
ment and evaluation building. 





Fire control development and 
evaluation building. 

A. and E. extension and im- 
provement of river water dis- | 
tribution system. 


river water distribution sys- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
Extension and improvements of | J 
tem. | 


Callahan Bros., 


Contractor and address 
| 


Cogaeet & Johnston, Richmond, 
a. 


Robert M. Dunville & Bros. | 
Inc., Richmond, Va. | 


Earle & Wright, San Francisco, | 
Calif. | 


Wm. H. Ladew, Dallas, Tex_-_-_-| 
M. W. Garing, Oakland, Calif-_| 


A. B. Lahti, Berkeley, Calif-_-_-_} 
| 
J.J. Harte, Atlanta, Ga_- 


A.C, Samford, Inc., Albany, Ga_| 
a oo & Co., Goldsboro, 


do 
King-Hunter, Inc., Greensboro, 


iN. 


The McPherson Co., 
ville, 8. C. 
—— Bissett, etc., Columbia, 


Green- | 


Sechinger Co., Savannah, Ga__-| 
j 


Byck-Worrell Construction Co., | 

Savannah, Ga. | 

Span Altman Construction Co., 
Savannah, Ga. 


Leon mo hatelain, Washington, 


Murphy & Locraft, 
ton, D. C. 

Victor R. Beauchamp, 
Washington, D. C. 

Eggers & Fodder, La Mesa, 
Calif. | 

San Diego, Calif.| 


Washing- 


Inc., 


Ruscon Construction Co., | 
Charleston, W. Va. 

Arthur E. Magher Co., 
New York, N. Y. 

Conlee Construction 
Washington, D.C. 


' 
Inc., | 


Co., 


Ernest Frederick Winkler, 251 
Post St., San Francisco, Calif. 


Allied Engineers & Architects 
and Keeble Associates, Inc., 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

Fruin-Colon Contracting 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

Albright & Friel, Philadelphia, 
Pa, 


Co., 


John P. Evans, Inc., Washing- | 
ton, D.C. | 
\ 


Contract 
price 


7, 100) 


434, 808 


55, 000 
1, 394, 647 


415, 150] 
568, 075] 


17, 401) 


322, 499 


231, 625) 


114, 313 
46, 300 


25, 000) 
3, 450) 


94, 709 


487, 343} 
331, 048) 


| 


| 





7, 820) 


14, 350] 


419, 000 


15, 350 


130, 856 


38, 000! 


| 


5, 000! 


, 080 


298, 700 


Percent 
com- 
plete 


100 


9 


“ 


100 





Location and project title 


(1) 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES—con. 


NMD, Melville, R. I.: Am- 
munition storage facilities. 


NM, Port Chicago, Calif.: 
Transfer depot facilities and 
land acquisition. 


NOL, White Oak, Md.: Re- 
search and development 
facilities. 


NMD, Yorktown, Va.: Barri- 
caded sidings. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


NA, Annapolis, Md.: Train- 
ing facilities. 


NAB, Coronado, Calif.: Per- 
sonnel] facilities. 


NPGS, Monterey, Calif.: Per- 
sonnel facilities. 

FADTC, Point Loma, Calif.: 
Training facilities. 


MEDICAL FACILITIES 
NH, St. Albans, Long Island, 
N. Y.: Utilities. 


NH, San Diego, Calif.: Per- 
sonne] facilities. 


NH, Norfolk, Va.: Construc- 
tion of permanent hospital. 








37 


Appropriation availability 


authori- 
zation 
as of 
June 30, 
1955 


Appro- 
priation, 
Public 
Law 663, 
84th 
Cong. 


(2) (3) 


$351, 899) $351, 899 


519, 000 


1, 444, 000 


332, 000 
340, 000 








8 


Analysis of public works, Navy projects 


Obligated 
as of 
May 31, 
1955 


Prior 
year 
appro- 
priation 


Total 


appro- 
priation 


(4) (5) 





$351, 899) $205, 127 





$361,000; 361,000) 325, 261 


480,000; 428, 100 


4, 082, 000) 4, 082, 000) 2, 890, 400 


1, 444, 000) 1, 444, 000) 1, 264, 800 


332, 000} 275, 782 


8, 051, 000) 8, 130, 627 





\ 


| Unobli- 


Expended| ,&2ted 
ap us maken 
May 31, | ,28% | 
’ | May 31, 
1956 | 1955 


‘ 


$54,915) $146,772 


} 


10,967! 378, 47) 


20, 035! 35, 739 


51, 900 


11, 813) 


96, 013| 1, 191, 600 


179, 200 


56, 218 
340, 000 


236, 500 


724, 910 
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1955 fiscal year program—Continued 


Date of award 


18, 1899 
7, 1955 


. 22,1954 
. 14,1954 
. 13, 1954 

». 16, 1954 


Oct. 
Apr. 


Sept. 


Apr. 


June 


Mar. 
May 
May 
Oct. 

May 
Mar. 


Sept. 
June 


Sept. 


10, 1955 


15, 1954 
18, 1955 
16, 1954 


26, 1955 


1, 1954 


31, 1955 
28, 1955 
31, 1955 
28, 1954 


31, 1955 


31, 1955 


14, 1954 
30, 1955 | 


13, 1954 


| 


| 
} 
| 
| 








Contract title 





Contractor and address 


Contract 
price 


Percent 
com- 
plete 





} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


A. and E. 4 magazines 
be SL Se -o==-| 
A. and E. transfer depot | 
Appraisal | 


THenet Gane... csc ccc cccene 


Departmental and congres- 
sional approval of proposed land 
acquisition is in progress. 
A.and E. moored mine and anti- 

submarine weapons tank. 
Moored mine and _ antisub- 

marine weapons tank. 
A. and E. barricaded railroad 
sidings. 


Barricaded railroad sidings 


A. and E. services for additional 
physical education facilities. 


Gymnasium foundations 
Gymnasium (building) 
Extension of utilities 


A.and E. services, enlisted men’s | 
barracks for 860 men. 

Construction of enlisted men’s | 
barracks for 860 men. 

Construction of enlisted men’s 
barracks for 172 men. | 

This project is principally for | 
procurement and installation | 
of long lead time technical 
equipment by the Office of | 
Naval Research (Special De- | 
vices Center). Procurement 
action has been initiated. 

A. and E. services for emergency 
standby generator. | 

Emergency standby generator-_- 


A. and E. services for 460-man 
permanent barracks. 
Construction. Bids received | 

were in excess of funds as well as | 

the statutory limitations on cost | 


| of barracks, and were rejected. | 


Advertisement and the taking of | 
new bids, based on reduced con- 


| Stehle, 





tract requirements, is scheduled | 
for November 1955. 


A. and E. planning is being ac- | 


complished utilizing 1952 funds.}| 
Planned date of contract award | 
for the hospital building,| 
chargeable in part to the fiscal 
year 1955 program, is April | 
1956. 


Fenton G. Keyes Association, 
Providence, R. I. 

C. Sullivan Co., 
port, R. I. 

Sverdrup & Parcel, Inc., San 
Francisco, Calif. 


Ine., New- 


| Edwin G. Wedland, San Fran- 


cisco, Calif. 

Kenneth H. Smitten, 
Francisco, Calif. 

Richmond-Martinez Title Co., 
Martinez, Calif. 

Engstrum & Nourse, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 


San 


Roberts & Schaefer Co., New 
York, N. Y¥. 

Humphries & Harding, Ine., 
Washington, D.C. 

Philip D. Freeman, Norfolk, Va 


| George, Barnhill & Long, Ine., 


Tarboro, N.C. 


Harbison, Hough Livingston & 
Larson Von Storch, Evans, 
Seandale & Burkavage, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

Wm. T. Lyons, Inc., Baltimore, 
Md. 

Wm. E. Cramer Co., Washing- 
ton, D. C. 

Beans & Bean, 
more, Md. 

Austin, Field & Fry, Los An- 
geles, Calif. 

M. H. Golden Construction Co., 
San Diego, Calif. 

F. V. Hampshire, Inc., Salinas, 


Balti- 


Design Service Co., New York, 
N.Y 


Plymouth Electric Construc- | 


tion Co., New York, N. Y. 


| Van Dyke & Barnes, Los An- 


geles, Calif. 








153, 400] 





2, 384, 000) 


225, 000) 
| 


37, 800) 


1, 227, 000| 


256, 445) 


8, 500) 
| 
96, 800) 


| 
31, 090! 
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Analysis of public works, Navy project; 





Location and project title 


(1) 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH 
FACILITIES 


NRL, Washington, D. C-.: 
Research facilities. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


NCBC, Port Hueneme, Calif.: | 
Waterfront facilities and | 
covered storage facilities. 


San Bruno, Calif.: Land acqui- 


sition, 
MCTC, Twentynine Palms, 
Calif.: Land acquisition. 
Various locations: For restora- 


tion or replacement of facili- | 


ties damaged or destroyed 
and provision for other ur- 
gent construction require- 
ments. 


Various locations, advance | 
planning, public works proj- 


ects. 


FLEET FACILITIES—OVERSEAS 


NS, Subic Bay, P. I.: Water- | 


front facilities. 


AVIATION FACILITIES— 
OVERSEAS 


NAF, Cubi Point, P. I.: Air- 
freight terminal facilities, 
rsonnel facilities, family 
ousing, community facil- 
ities, waterfront protection 
facilities, covered and am- 
munition storage facilities, 
medical facilities, security 
facilities, and utilities. 


NAS, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba: Medical facilities. 











Appropriation availability ; 
Cant poner oe 
author! Appro- Opmpetes sor balance 
as of priation, Prior T P pee as of 

, otal May 31, | May 31, | ; 

June 30 Public year May 31 
30, | Law 663,| appro- appro- 1955 1955 1955 

55 ’ ee iation —_ 

19 84th | priation | P™™ 

Cong. 


(3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 








$996,000} $996, 000 $287, 000 








2, 313, 500! 


750, 000 3, 564 2, 250 
14, 000 13, 384 13, 367 
2, 526, 235) 1, 881,692) 730,975 





2, 108, 902) 1, 641, 098 

















6, 140, 700 709, 300: 





5, 462, 000} 1, 378, 917 4, 083, 083 


220, 700) 











| 
| 
. , Percent 
Date of award Contract title Contractor and address C i com- 
plete 





| 
(12) | (13) 


Sept. 21,1954 | A. and E. for nuclear reactor _ - Mills, Petticord & Mills & Asso- $23, 000 
ciates, Washington, D. C. 
May 31,1955 | Nuclear reactor_..................| Blake Construction Co., Wash- 686, 000 
ington, D. C. 


A. and E. for wharf__._-_- a & Nichols, Long Beach, 28, 800) 
Calif. 
A. and E. for warehouses. ------ J. H. Pomeroy, Los Angeles, 36, 100 
Calif. 
Construction wharf | Pacific Bridge Co., San Fran-/| 1,001,000 
cisco, Calif. 
Construction warehouses........| L. D. Richardson, Beverly 1, 159, 419 
Hills, Calif. , 

Congressional approval of pro- 
posed acquisition is in process. | 
Land acquired__..._..-._.--- 


Approximately 50 contracts for | 
restoration of facilities dam- | 
aged by Hurricanes Carol and 
Hazel have been awarded at 
various naval activities on the 
Atlantic seaboard. The re- | 
maining contracts are sched- 
uled for award early in fiscal 
year 1956. 

Approximately 200 small A. and |__._- 
E. contracts, administered by | 
BuDocks field offices, have 
been awarded against this | 
project. These contracts pro- 
vide preliminary engineering | 
information required for justi- 
fication of public works proj- 
ects before the Congress. The 
unobligated balance for this 
project has been committed by | 
authorizations to the field to 
award additional contracts 
chargeable to these funds. 














Nov. 15,1954 | Alava dock, utilities construc- | Pomeroy-Hawaiian Dredging & 285, 000) 
tion. Bechtel, San Francisco, Calif. 

Dec. 23,1954 | Powerplant, 2d increment pac. ‘ | 2,605, 000) 
do_.._....| Inner basin improvement. onde : aie 2, 836, 700 
Mar. 18,1955 | Housing site preparation ay 3 j eee 275, 000 
Alava dock crane-._...........--- Industrial Brown Hoist, Bay 139, 000 

City, Mich. 


| 


Sept. —,1954 | A. and E. for fiscal year 1955 pro- | Pomeroy-Hawaiian Dredging & 
gram. Bechtel, San Francisco, Calif. 
Mar. —,1955 | Air freight terminal building 
|----.do.____._| Family quarters. 

do_ Spare parts warehouse 
do. Sick call room 
May —, Supply storage 

=-0.0 Navy exchange._.._._________- 
| Construction work assigned to 
ie Naval Construction Battalion. | 
| Sept. —, 1954 | A. and E. for dispensary | Maurice Connell & Steward & 
| Skinner, Miami and New 
York. 
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Analysis of public works, Navy projects, 


Appropriation availability 


«8 oOo | Unobli- 
authori- Appro- |Obligated| Expended| ee 
alance 
Location and project title — priation, | Prior Total Me rae Ma i. as of 
June 30, | , Public year anure- 1986 | way of | May 31, | 
1955 Law 663, | appro- 


84th | priation | Pration | | = 
Cong. 


(1) (2) (3) (4) | ©) 








AVIATION FACILITIES— 
| OVERSEAS—continued 





NAS, Iwakuni, Japan: Air- |$2, 246, 000/$2, 210, 000 $2,210,000} $476,970} $361, 504)$1, 733, 030 
field pavements, ammuni- 
tion and fuel storage facili- 
ties, and aircraft mainte- 
nance facilities. 





NAS, Kodiak, Alaska: Com- . 719, 000 ; 464, 701 
munity facilities. 





NS, Kwajalein, Marshall Is- y 990,000} 764,258 21, 180| 225, 742! 
lands: Aircraft maintenance 


facilities. 
SUPPLY FACILITIES—OVERSEAS 


NS, Subic Bay, Philippine | 5, 956, 000 5, 956, 000) 5, 956, 000) 5, 658, 200 19, 604 
Islands: Fuel facilities. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES— 
OVERSEAS 


NCS, Philippine Islands: 6, 520, 000) 4, 523, 900: 1, 996, 100 
Communication facilities, 
personnel facilities, covered 
storage facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, administra- 
tive facilities, community 
facilities, medical facilities, 
site preparation for family 
housing, land acquisition, 
waterfront facilities, and 
utilities. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES— 
OVERSEAS 


Various locations, overseas: | 

For restoration or replace- 184, 377 184, 377 149, 128 41, 940 
ment of facilities dam- 
aged or destroyed and 
provisions for other 
urgent construction re- 
quirements. 

Replacement of tempo- 306, 602 2,059} 493, 398 
rary housing. : 


SECTION 202—CLASSIFIED 
LOCATIONS 


Various locations (continen- 
tal): Aviation ordnance fa- 
cilities. 























1955 fiscal year program—Continued 


Date of award 


(9) 


——————= |§ —$—————__ __ 


Nov. 1, 1954 


15, 1954 
22, 1955 


Dec. 
Apr. 


June 


OR ites 


June 16, 1955 


Mar. —, 1955 


May "3 “1955 


Mar, 18, 1954 


Dec. —, 1954 


Mar, 15, 1955 | 


June 1,1955 








Contract title 


(10) 


Placing dredged fill 


Core borings and loading tests 
Construct canopies for hangars- 


Work completed by construction 
battalion maintenance 
No. 101. 

Improvements to hangars--- ---- 


Install POL facilities __ 
Runway aud taxiway extension- 
Theater 


Site preparation for theater 
Aircraft maintenance shop 


POL storage facilities_..._._-.-..- 


Work in and around the Philip- 
pine Islands. 


Funds were made available for 
repair of storm damage in the 
Oahu area, Restoration work 
is being performed by station 
forces (to date) and by a con- 
tract scheduled for award in 
the Ist quarter, fiscal year 1956. 

Work being performed by naval 
construction battalion forces. 


| 
| 


oumnne ar : 


| 


unit 








Contractor and address 





Hawaiian Dredging Co., Hono- 


lulu, Hawaii. 


K. Kitamura, Hiroshima, Japan. 
| Kajima Kensetsu Co., Hiroshi- 
ma, Japan. 


Kajima Construction Co., Hiro- 
shima, Japan. 

Tokyo Denki Doboku K. K., 
Yokohama, Japan. 

Takano Construction Coe., To- 
kyo, Japan. | 

Macri-Montgomery Co., 
chorage, Alaska. 

By station forces, NAS, Kodiak_| 


| Fisher Construction Co., Hono- | 
lulu, T. H. 


An- | 


Pomeroy-Hawaiian Dredging & 
Bechtel, San Francisco, Calif. 





A. and E. for AUW shop, NAS, | Frank L. Hope & Associates, | 


San Diego, Calif. 


San Diego, Calif. 


A. and E. for AUW shop, Nor- — Buhr & Nexson, Norfolk, 


folk 


64997—55 


Va. 


Contract 


price 


} com- 


i 
} 


6, 658, 200) 


| 
| 


4, 523, 900) 





7, 762) 


6, 166 





Location and project title 


(1) 


SECTION 202—CLASSIFIED 
LOCATIONS—continued 


Various locations (overseas): 
Aviation ordnance facilities. 


A-17: Ammunition storage fa- 
cilities. 


A-18: Fleet ammunition facil- 
ities. 


A-20: Aviation facilities 





A-21: Fuel storage facilities ___. 


A-22: Fuel storage facilities ___. 


A-23: Ammunition storage fa- 
cilities. 


1 Obligations and ex 
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Appropriation availability 


Current 
authori- 
zation 
as of 
June 30, 
1955 


Appro- 
priation, 
Public 
Law 663, 
84th 
Cong. 


(2) (3) 


2, 345, 000| $2, 345, 000 
4, 639, 000} 2, 319, 000 


21, 281, 000}15, 000, 000 


17, 200, 000) 17, 200, 000 


8, 452, 000 


550, 000 


400, 000 


Analysis of public works, Navy projects, 


Obligated|Expended| 
as of as of 
May 31, | May 31, | 
1955 1955 


Prior 
year 
appro- 
priation 


Total 
appro- 
priation 


(4) (5) 





$4, 117, 000|$4, 117,000) $584, 766 


2, 345,000} 1, 721, 957| $335, 454| 


2, 319, 000 


$3, 500, 000}18, 500, 000)12, 389,181) 409, 743| 





17, 200, 000}17, 200, 000) 17, 200, 000 











|98, 000, 000 


tion and inspection which are undistributed at this date. 


Unobli- 
gated | 
balance 
as of 
May 31, 
1955 


623, 043 


2, 311, 966 


6, 110, 819 


nditures are for construction costs, and do not include costs of contract administra- 





1955 fiscal year program—Continued 


| 
| 
| 
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Date of award 


Contract title 


Contractor and address 


Contract 


price 


(12) 


Percent 
com- 
plete 


i 
(13) 





. 31, 1955 
27, 1955 


June 8, 1955 


4, 1955 
26, 1955 


1, 1954 
27, 1955 





AUW shop, NAS, Kodiak 


AUW shop, NAS, Coco Solo- --- 
Site adaptation of standard 

plans and specifications for the 

remaining 16 overseas A US shops 

is being performed by OICC 

design forces. Award of the 

remaining construction contracts 

is scheduled for the ist half of 

fiscal year 1956. 

A. and E. additional ammuni- 
tion storage facilities. 

Additional ammunition storage 
facilities. 

Supplemental construction 
drawings. 

Construction ammunition facili- 
ties. 

Replace existing facilities, pur- 

ase hangar doors and steel. 

A. and E. and engineering stud- 
ies, New York, N. Y. 

Construction aviation facilities __| 


Rehabilitation, barracks by CB’s- 


Macri-Montgomery Co., 
chorage, Alaska. 


Beldon, Inc., Curundu, C, Z__-- 


An- | 


Clark, Buhr & Nexson, Norfolk, | 
Va. | 


Virginia Engineering Co., Inc., | 
Newport News, Va. 

Pomeroy-Hawaiian Dredging & 
Bechtel, San Francisco, Calif. 





Ayers, Hagan, Provi- | 
dence, R. I. 

Frank Grad & Sedge, Stevenson 
& Valen, New York, N. Y. 

Johnson-Drake-Piper, Merritt- 
Chapman-Scott, & Ayers, Ha- 
gan & Booth, New York, N. 
Y.and Providence, R. I. 


Booth, 


The obligations and expenditures | _-_- _- 


reported result from the trans- 
fer of funds from the ‘‘Public 
Works, Navy” account to the 
“Navy management fund 
(Spanish bases).’’ Contracts 
actually issued to date for 
accomplishment of these 2 
Navy POL projects are as 
follows: 

Construction 
Spain. 


of facilities, 


A. and E. services in Spain_- 


The balance of the construc- | 
tion contracts for these projects | 
are scheduled for award in the | 





1st half of fiscal year 1956. | 
Additional ammunition storage | 
facilities, 2d increment. 


| 
| 
250 | 
Hudson St., New York, N. Y., 
and Edificio, Espana, Madrid, | 
Spain. 
AESB, Madrid, Spain---- | 


Brown-Raymond-Walsh, 


Hawaiian Dredging Co., Hono- 
lulu, T. H. 





3, 461, 


961, 


477, : 
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LIST OF WITNESSES 


Allen, Brig. Gen. C. R 
Bennett, Hon. C. F 

sruton, Rear Adm. H. C 
Butler, Capt. J. B 

Clark, Rear Adm. 8. R 
Cronin, Rear Adm. R. E 
Dallerup, J. R 

Davison, Capt. J. W 
Dawson, Capt. W. L 
Fenton, Maj. D. L 

Fogler, Hon. R. H 
Hanabury, M. R 

Hines, Comdr K. W 

Hogan, Rear Adm, B. W 
Holloway, Vice Adm. J. L 
Laird, Capt. G. H 

Lefelar, Capt. Louis 

Lucas, Capt. F. C., jr 
MacGregor, Comdr S. H., jr 
McFarland, Capt. C. B 
McHenry, Capt. J. A 
McKinney, Capt. BE. B 
Palmer, R. I 

Parks, Rear Adm. 
Patterson, D. M 

Pessaud, R. E 

Richmond, Vice Adm. A, C 
TORO a Rt canes cick sates shenstirsociasieciaie en psi nei 
tobertson, 

Ruff, Capt. L. E 

Russell, Rear Adm. J. S 
Scheiderer, Lt. Comdr. E. D 
Smith, Rear Adm. H. P 
Smyth, T. 

Springer, Capt. Frank 
Stern, Comdr T. §S 

Stroop, Rear Adm. P. D 
Tiencken, W. P 

Trimble, Comdr P. B 
Withington, Rear Adm, F. § 
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INDEX 


A 


Advance planning, various locations______-_-~-~- sititnieapeeniedhngbicn hh aad: 
AEW Nos. 2 and 3, location classified 
Alameda, Calif. : 
Naval air station 
Pollution abatement program 
Alaska: 
Adak: 
Naval communications station 
vel Bilin ncucanwenaevesssausimunwon imibaemeaitha i Umit gel 
Kodiak : 
Naval communication station 
Naval station 
Albany, Ga., Marine Corps Supply Center 
Alice-Orange Grove Area, Tex., Naval Auxiliary Landing Field 
Ammunition storage facilities, classified locations_____ te ULE oko tie 
Annapolis. Md. : 
John H. Towers Field, Naval air facility 
Naval Academy 
Naval station 
Argentia, Newfoundland, Naval Station 
Astoria, Oreg., Naval Station, Tongue Point... .........2..65.JLL.- . é 
Athens, Ga., Navy Supply Corps School 
Atlantic City, N. J., Naval Air Station.._......._---- 
Authorization request and funding program, 1956, Summary of 


Authorizations, appropriations and obligations 
Authorizations requirements, estimated, and allowances under House bill, 
Variation between 
Aviation facilities : 
Continental 
Overseas 
Additional, AEW Nos. 2 


B 


Barin Field, Foley, Ala., Naval Auxiliary Air Station_.______~ GL ek. ge 
Barstow, Calif., Marine Corps Supply Center 
Beaufort, 8. C.: 
Marine Corps auxiliary air station 
Pollution abatement program___--~---~-~- aeuin cadens etitichs dh atlanta sac 
Bermuda, B. W. I. Naval Station 
Bethesda, Md., Armed Forces Medical Library, National Naval Medical 
Center 
Boston, Mass., Naval Shipyard 
Bremerton, Wash., Naval Shipyard 
Brown Field, San Diego County, Calif., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
Brunswick, Me., Naval Air Station 
Budget estimates, adjusted 


Camp Lejeune, N. C., Marine Corps Base 

Camp Pendleton, Calif., Marine Corps Base 

Canal Zone, Fifteenth Naval District : 
Carderock, Md., David W. Taylor Model Basin_..._......_._---_--_-_- 
Cecil Field, Fla., Naval Air Station 





SS a. ©: 


Chase Field, Beeville, rg Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
ye es ee ee ee = 
Cherry Point, N. C., Marine Corps Air Station..................-...... < 
Chincoteague, Va. : 

Naval auxiliary air station 

Naval Aviation Ordnance Test Station 
CINC NEIM, NAF No. 1, location classified 
Ce oie ees eke ederim 
Communication facilities: 

Continental 

| ae. 2 Ep ee ee ee en sr 
Contracting, Methods of 
Corona, Calif., Naval Hospital 
Coronado, Calif., Naval Amphibious Base 
Corpus Christi, Tex. : 

Naval air station 

INGE? OI 2S 2 a ee siesta ahaa aebalais 
Correction of deficiencies, various locations____~-.--__--------_--------~- 
Crows Landing, Calif., Naval Auxiliary Landing Field 


D 


Dahlgren, Va., Naval Proving Ground 

Daingerfield, Tex., Naval Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory___.---------~- 
Dam Neck, Va., Fleet Air Defense Training Center 

David W. Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Md 

Davisville, R. I., Naval Construction Battalion Center 


E 


Earle, N. J., Naval Ammunition Depot__-__- 

Eastern Mediterranean, Naval Communication Unit No. 1 

Edenton, N. C., Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Field_-___._._____-___-_- aid 
El Centro, Calif., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 

El Toro, Calif., Marine Corps Air Station___--_~~~_ PERE SOLES ES tO 


F 


Fallbrook, Calif., Naval Ammunition Depot 
Fallon, Nev., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
Family housing: 
Breakdown of 
Existing housing, Rehabilitation of 
Overseas, Replacement of 
Fifteenth Naval District, Canal Zone 
Fleet Aircraft Service Squadron 77, N 
a nese facilities : 


Funding | program and appropriation request, Relationship between 
Funds available, 1956 and amount of authorizations, Relationship between_ 


Glyneo, Ga., Naval Air Station 

Great Lakes, Ill. : 
FOO NS ati aia canting uinaemin ah alae sea sie taban sagan 
Naval training center 

Green Cove Springs, Fla., Naval Station 





Guam: 
Agana, Naval Air Station 
Naval base 
Naval hospital 
Naval supply depot 
Public Works Center 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
Naval air station 
ONT I i isi es cscniciriacninsins sada etn deadpan eetatimaeeegeaanns 
Naval supply depot 


Hawaii: 
Kaneohe Bay, Marine Corps Air Station 
Oahu, Naval Ammunition Depot 
Pearl Harbor: 
Fleet training center 
Naval supply center 
Hawthorne, Nev., Naval Ammunition Depot 
Housing, existing, Rehabilitation of 
H. R. 6829: 
Authorization requirements, estimated, and allowances under, Varia- 
tion between 
Construction authority under 
Projects deleted from 
Projects not requested by Navy for 1956. 
Hutchinson, Kans., Naval Air Station 


Indian Head, Md., Naval Powder Factory 
Naval School, Explosive Ordnance Disposal 
Inyokern, Calif., Naval Ordnance Test Station 


Jacksonville, Fla: 
Naval air station 
Naval hospital 
Navy fuel depot 
Japan: 
Atsugi, Naval Air Station 
Iwakuni, Naval Air Facility 
Kami Seya, Naval Radio Facility 
Sasebo: 
Fleet activities 
Naval ordnance faeility 
Yokosuka, Fleet activities 
John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Naval Air Facility 


K 


Kearney, N. J., Naval Industrial Reserve Shipyard, Pollution abatement 
program 
Keyport, Wash., Naval Torpedo Station 
Key West, Fla: 
Naval air station 
Naval station, Family housing 
Kingsville, Tex., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
Kwajalein, Marshall Islands, Naval Station 


Lakehurst, N. J., Naval Air Station 

Land acquisition items 

Land acquisitions and obstruction removal for flight clearance, Naval Air 
Stations, various locations 

Loran stations 

Louisville, Ky., Naval Ordnance Plant 





yy 


WBA A'A227'7 


oe coe fae tat oe oe Oe 


Macon, Ga., Naval Ordnance Plant 
Mare Island, Vallejo, Calif. : 

Naval shipyard 

Pollution abatement program 
Marine corps facilities 
Mayport, Fla., Naval Auxiliary Landing Field 
Medical facilities : 

Continental 

Overseas 
Memphis, Tenn., Naval Air Station 
Miami, Fla., Marine Corps Air Station 
Midway Island, Naval Station 
Miramar, Calif., Naval Air Station 
Moffett Field, Calif., Naval Air Station 
Mojave, Calif., Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station 
Monterey, Calif., Naval Postgraduate School 


N 


Naples, Italy, Fleet Aircraft Service Squadron 77 

National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md., Armed Forces Medical 
Library 

Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, Calif 

Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md 

Naval Aviation Ordnance Test Station, Chincoteague, Va 

Naval Industrial Reserve Shipyard, Charleston, 8. C 

Naval Magazine, Port Chicago, Calif 

Naval Medical Research Laboratory, Naval Submarine Base, New London, 


Naval Minecraft Base, Charleston, S. C 
Naval Ordnance Aerophysics Laboratory, Daingerfield, Tex 
Naval Photographic Interpretation Center, Suitland, Md 
Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, Calif 
Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgreen, Va 
Naval research facilities 
Naval Research Laboratory : 
Bellevue, Washington, D. C 
Chesapeake Bay Annex, Randall Cliff, Md 
Naval School, Explosive Ordnance Disposal, Naval Powder Factory, In- 
dian Head, Md 
Navy Electronics Laboratory, San Diego, Calif 
Navy Mine Countermeasures Station, Panama City, Fla 
New Iberia, La., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
New London, Conn. : 
Naval Medical Research Laboratory, Naval Submarine Base 
Navy Underwater Sound Laboratory 
Newport, R. I.: 
Naval station 
Naval supply depot 
Naval Underwater Ordnance Station.____.-__-_______-_----.___- sti 
New River, N. C., Marine Corps Air Facility 
Norfolk, Va. : 
TA RN i ideal nce cesar es Sa caste enemies cn sicpiegaeesmaalee siete 
Ta ead ae in alias odineaivoanass ws en panes inners an ig ea 
Naval shipyard 
Naval supply center 
Public works center (Naval Base) 
North Atlantic Area, Naval Radio Station 
Northwest, Va., Naval Radio Station 


Vakland, Calif., Naval Supply Center 
Obligations 

Oceana, Va., Naval Air Station 
Urange, Tex., Naval Station 





Ordnance facilities : 
Continental 
Overseas 


Panama City, Fla., Navy Mine Countermeasures Station 
Parris Island, 8S. C., Marine Corps Recruit Depot 
Patuxent River, Md., Naval Air Test Center 
Pensacola, Fla., Naval Air Station 
Philadelphia, Pa. : 
Marine Corps Clothing Depot 
Naval Hospital 
Naval Receiving Station, Naval Base, Phildaelphia County_._.---.__-_ 
Naval shipyard 
Philippine Islands: 
Coe POR, TIO VOR Air POCUINICS . 8 nino cwnccccnmcenndmnnnnnemacun 
Naval communication facility 
Sangley Point, Naval Station 
Subic Bay, Naval Base 
Point Mugu, Calif., Naval Air Missile Test Center 
Pollution abatement program, including land acquisition, 
cations 
Source of and authority for 
Port Chicago, Calif., Naval Magazine 
Port Hueneme, Calif., Naval Construction Battalion Center 
Port Isabel, Tex., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
Port Lyautey, French Morocco: 
I aa 218 
Naval eommurication tectiity........ 23.2. ddinalacsdd need diacinniwss 319 
Portsmouth, N. H. 
Naval retraining command 
Naval shipyard 
Program, 1955, Analysis of 
Projects by location, Breakdown of 
Public knowledge of estimates, Effect on contract bids_..._______________ 


Quantico, Va., Marine Corps Schools 
Quonset Point, R. I., Naval Air Station 


R 
Randall Cliff, Md., Naval Research Laboratory, Chesapeake Bay Annex__. = 25 
Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, Naval Station 


Ss 


St. Juliens Creek, Va., Naval Ammunition Depot 
San Diego, Calif. : 
Brown Field, San Diego County, Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
Fleet sonar school, San Diego Ceunty 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot 
Naval air station 
Naval station 
Navy Electronics Laboratory 
I AU a i newdsnivtae beet eees 
Sanford, Fla., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 
San Francisco, Calif. : 
Naval shipyard 
Naval Station, Treasure Island 
Pollution abatement program 
Seal Beach, Calif., Naval Ammunition and Net Depot 
Service school facilities 





VII 


Shipyard facilities : Page 
Cities etc icin eal id nnn ccteietes ‘ 35 
Ce cc ae a pe aieclgh aban 7 74 

Shumaker, Naval Ammunition Depot 271 

South Weymouth, Mass., Naval Air Station i 196 

Special Weapons Training Facility i 159 

Suitland, Md., Naval Photographic Interpretation Center : 197 

Supply Facilities : . 2 

Continental 223 
Overseas 227 


Tacoma, Wash., Naval Station 
Twenty Nine Palms, Calif., Marine Corps Training Center 


Urgent requirements 


Washington, D. C.: 

Family housing, flag officers 

Naval Research Laboratory 
Weeksville, N. C., Naval Air Facility 
Whidney Island, Wash., Naval Air Station 
Whitehouse Field, Outlying Field, Fla 
White Oak, Md., Naval Ordnance Laboratory 
Whiting Field, Fla., Naval Auxiliary Air Station 


Yards and Docks Facilities : 
Continental 
Overseas 











